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LEWIS,  D'AMAY  BRISBOIS  &  BISGAARD 
DAVID  B.  PARKER" 

GRAHAM  E.  BERRY 
JAYESH  PATEL 

221  North  Figueroa  Street,  Suite  1200 
Los  Angeles,  California  90012 
(213)  250-1800 

JOSEPH  A.  YANNY,  ESQ. 

1925  Century  Park  East 
Suite  1260 

Los  Angeles,  California  90067 
(213)  551-2966 


^  u  u 

RECEIVED 

MAR  1  7  1992 


HUB  LAW  OFFICES 


Attorneys  for  Amicus  Curiae  JOSEPH  A.  YANNY,  an  individual  and 
JOSEPH  A.  YANNY,  a  Professional  Law  Corporation 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  ) 
INTERNATIONAL,  A  California  ) 
not-for-profit  religious  ) 
corporation,  ) 

) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

) 

vs .  ) 

) 

GERALD  ARMSTRONG  and  DOES  1  ) 

through  25,  inclusive,  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

) 

_ ) 


No.  152229 

DECLARATIONS  OF  MICHAEL  J. 
FLYNN,  ESQ.  FILED  IN  SUPPORT  OF 
AMICUS  CURIAE  BRIEF  OF  JOSEPH  A. 
YANNY  IN  OPPOSITION  TO 
PLAINTIFF'S  ORDER  TO  SHOW  CAUSE 
RE  PRELIMINARY  INJUNCTION 

DATE:  March  20,  1992 

TIME:  9:00  a. in. 

DEPT:  4 

[Filed  Concurrently  With  Joseph 
A.  Yanny's  Amicus  Curiae  Brief; 
Appendix  of  Authorities  In 
Support  of  Amicus  Curiae  Brief] 
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CONTOS  i  BUNCH 

5855  Topanga  Canyon  Boulevard 
Woodland  Hills,  CA  91367 
(213)  716-9400 


Attorneys  for  the  Defendant  GERALD  ARMSTRONG 


SUPERIOR  COURT  FOR  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  LOS  ANGELES 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
CALIFORNIA, 

Plaintiff 

v. 

GERALD  ARMSTRONG ,  et  al . , 
Defendants 

AND  RELATED  CROSS  ACTION 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


No.  C  420  153 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN 


I,  MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN,  being  duly  sworn,  depose  and 


say: 


1)  I  am  a  member  of  the  Massachusetts  Bar  and  am 
engaged  in  the  private  practice  of  law  in  the  City  of  Boston. 


2)  I  have  been  involved  in  numerous  litigations 
against  the  Church  of  Scientology  ("Scientology")  for  more 
than  four  (4)  years,  both  as  a  party  and  as  an  attorney 


representing  parties.  I  currently  represent  approximately 
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4  ,i(  i  * 

thirty-five  ^35)  plaintiffs  and  defendants  In  litigation 

,  U  •  ■  \l  J  . 

with  Scientology.  These  include  journalists /  former  members 


4  «  * 


of  Scientology,  and  parents  of  members,  -r^^ve  also  served  . 
as. special  counsel  to  t^  City  of  Clearw^tejfr-^, Florida.  The  j  ^ 
information  set  forth  ^this  affidavit  ia*  |>^sed  on  my  ^ 

personal  knowledge,  and^rv  information  ohtaiji^d  in  connection  v.Jj 


with  the  aforementioned .litigations. 


i  «  * 


3)  I  make  this  affidavit  to  assist,  the  Court  in 

4  i  ] 

understanding  the  general  and  specific  contexts  of  Scientology  's  { 


purpose  and  intent  in  bringing  this  latest  harassive  legal 


*  '  J 

■i 

* 

4 


*. « 


proceeding  against  n^e  and  specifically  in  support  of  my 

j  • 

opposition  to  this  latest  contempt  charge.  This  is  the 

third  such  contempt  charge.  One  has  already  been  dismissed 

« 

as  discussed  infra.  This  affidavit  is  intended  to  place  the 

sealing  order  of  this  Court,  the  contempt  charge,  the  complexity- 

of  the  Scientology  litigation  and  my  collection  of  documents 
•  - 

and  information  from  literally  thousands  of  diverse  sources, 
all  in  the  context  of  my  First  Amendment  rights.  It;is 
submitted  that  the  Court '  s.  understanding  of  these- issues  and  - 
facts  will  demonstrate  that  this  contempt  action  is  without- 
merit  or  justification. 


4)  A  review  of  this  background  will  help  illuminate  i 
the^underlying  rationale  for  the  institution  of  the  present  \ 
contempt  proceeding  which  essentially  encompasses  the  efforts  *  ^ 
of  Scientology  to  prevent  members  of  the  Bar  from  representing  i 
parties  who  have  claims  against  it  and  who  have  been  endeavoring 
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hereto  es  Exhibit  A.)  i„  addition,  many  suits  have  been 
brought  in  the  names  of  individual  Scientology  members  (See, 
Exhibit  F,  described  in  ,15  below),  and  innumerable 

others  have  been  filed  around  the  world  (See,  e^,  Exhibit  D 
described  in  110  below,  at  P.  5). 

7)  This  activity  is  not  a  coincidence;  it  is  Sci¬ 
entology  policy,  l.  Ron  Hubbard,  who  founded  the  group, 
explained  in  the  article  annexed  hereto  as  Exhibit  B,  that 
-to  make  things  interesting-  forrthUSe  who  "abuse  or  degrade 
the  subject-  of  Scientology,  they  should  be  sued: 

-the  purpose  of  the  suit  is  to  harass  and  dis¬ 
courage  rather  than  to  win. 

The  law  can  be  used  very  easily  to  harass  and 
enough  harassment  on  somebody  who  is  simply  on  the 
thin  edge  anyway,  well  knowing  that  he  is  not 
authorized,  will  generally  be  sufficient  to  cause 
his  professional  decease,  if  possible,  of  course, 
ruin  him  utterly.-  id.  at  55. 


B)  While  such  tactics  have  been  repeatedly  con¬ 
demned  by  the  courts,  see,  e.g. ,  Church  of  Scientology  v. 
McLean,  615  F.2d  691  (sth  cir.  1980),  they  continue.  See 
■Scientology ' s  War  Against  Judges,-  American  Lawyer.  September 
1980,  a  copy  of  which  is  annexed  hereto  as  Exhibit  C.  (In 
fact,  the  group  has  brought  12  groundless  actions  in  various 
jurisdictions  against  me,  my  employees,  and  my  relatives  as 
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discussed  infra) . 


9)  The  reason  is  not  obscure.  Scientology  main¬ 
tains  a  policy  of  -fair  game-  -  which  permits  -enemies-  to 
be  -injured  by  any  means. ..  tricked,  sued,  or  lied  to  or 
destroyed,-  see  Allard  u.  church  of  Scientology  of  cn^,, 
58  Cal.App.  3d  443,  129  Cal.Rptr.  797  (2nd  Diet.  1976), 
ell  cert,  denied  429  O.S.  1091  (1977)  (quoting  from  Scientology 
9  Policy;  awards  8100,000  to  former  member  prosecuted  on 
lo  trumped-up  theft  charge)  —  to  cover  up  its  ongoing  activities, 
llj  These  include  financial  manipulation,  the  brainwashing  and 
12 1  blackmail  of  members,  and  the  commission  of  crimes. 

13 

1411  10>  Hany  °f  “ese  criminal  activities  have  been 

15 II  directed  against  me  -  I  have  solid  grounds  for  believing 

16  that  Scientology  has  tampered  with  my  private  airplane  in  an 

17  attempt  to  kill  me,  trespassed:  into  my  law  offices  and 

18  office  premises  seeking  confidential  information  and  stolen 

19  approximately  20,000  documents,  charged  calls  to  my  telephone, 

20  and  made  bomb  threats  to  harass  me.  A  detailed  account  of 

21  some  additional  ones  is  contained  in  the  Sentencing  Memorandum 

22  submitted  by  United  States  Attorney  Charles  Ruff  of  the 

23  District  of  Columbia  in  (KS^  v.  Kember,  et  al.,  crim.  No. 

24|  78-401  (2),  (3)  (D.D.C.  1980),  in  which  top  Scientology 

officials  were  convicted  of  nine  counts  of  aiding  and  abetting 

burglary  in  the  second  degree.  A  copy  of  that  Memorandum  is 
annexed  hereto  as  Exhibit  D. 
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Scientology  and  Free  Speech 

11)  As  noted  in  14,  freedom  of  speech  is  &  special 
target  of  Scientology’s  tactics  of  harassment  through  litigation. 
In  the  article  annexed  as  Exhibit  B,  Pounder  Hubbard  states: 

"  [W]  e  do  not  want  Scientology  to  be  reported  in  the 
press  anywhere  else  than  on  the  religious  page  of 
the  newspapers.  It  is  destructive  of  word  of 
mouth  to  permit  the  public  presses  to  express 
their  biassed  and  badly  reported  sensationalism. 
Therefore,  we  should  be  very  alert  to  sue  for 
slander  at  the  slightest  chance  so  as  to  dis¬ 
courage  the  public  presses  from  mentioning  Sci¬ 
entology."  Id.  at  51. 


12)  Jane  Kember,  the  high-ranking  Scientology 
official  convicted  in  U.S.  v.  Kember ,  supra ,  recounted 
Scientology’s  worldwide  efforts  to  suppress  criticism  in  a 
document  annexed  hereto  as  Exhibit  E.  With  regard  to  American 
actions,  the  document  advocates  harassing  "opponents  and 
their  lawyers  with  correspondence  (a  lawyer's  letter  costs 
approximately  $50),  phone  calls  (time  costs),  interrogatories, 
depositions  and  whatever  else  legal  can  mock  up,"  making  it 
"more  costly  to  continue  the  legal  action  than  to  settle  in 
some  fashion."  Id .  at  3.  Cf .  Church  of  Scientology  v. 


Cazares,  638  F.2d  1272,  1290  (5th  Cir.  1981)  (ordering 
Scientology  to  pay  legal  costs  of  critic  whom  it  has  sued  in 
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a  “frivolous,  unreasonable,  and  groundless"  action). 


13)  In  short,  as  the  Sentencing  Memorandum  in 
Kember  notes,  Scientology  routinely  files  suits  “for  the 
sole  purpose  of  financially  bankrupting  its  critics  and  in 
order  to  create  an  atmosphere  of  fear  so  that  critics  would 
shy  away  from  exercising  the  First  Amendment  rights  secured 
by  the  Constitution,"  Exhibit  D  at  15.  This  is  the  crux  of 
this  latest  contempt  action,,  particularly  as  it  affects  my 
First  Amendment  rights. 

Scientology  and  Attorney  Michael  J.  Flynn 


14)  Scientology's  activities  with  regard  to  the 
present  proceeding  fit  perfectly  into  the  pattern  I  have 
been  describing. 

15)  In  July  1979,  I  undertook  the  representation 
of  La  Venda  Van  Schaick  in  connection  with  her  attempt  to 
secure  a  refund  of  monies  that  she  had  paid  to  the  Church. 
After  simply  writing  a  letter  requesting  the  return  of  said 
funds,  and  shortly  before  actually  instituting  a  suit,  the 
Church  of  Scientology  proceeded  to  do  the  following: 

(a)  Infiltrate  my  law  office  with  prospective  employees; 


(b)  Steal  thousands  of  documents  of  an  attorney/client 
character  from  my  office  and  premises; 
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(c)  Contact  my  clients  for  the  purposes  of  separating 
them  from  me  as  clients; 

(d)  Generally  engage  in  a  wholesale  pattern  of  "operations" 
to  dissuade  me  from  representing  La  Vanda  Van 
Schaick.  See  attached  affidavit  of  a  former 
Scientology  agent,  Warren  H.  Friske,  annexed 

hereto  as  Exhibit  F. 

16)  After  I  brought  suit  on  behalf  of  La  Venda  Van 
Schaick  in  the  Boston  Federal  District  Court,  the  Church  of 
Scientology  within  a  matter  of  days  instituted  legal  proceedings 
in  the  Las  Vegas  Federal  District  Court  against  Van  Schaick, 
Thomas  Hoffman  (my  colleague) ,  and  Kevin  Flynn  (my  brother) . 

The  suit  was  dismissed  within  approximately  30  days  after  a 
Motion  to  Dismiss  was  filed.  The  Church  then  proceeded  to 
institute  lawsuits  in  the  Las  Vegas  Circuit  Court,  Suffolk 
County  Superior  Court,  Boston,  Los  Angeles,  California  and 
Tampa,  Florida.  To  date,  the  Church  of  Scientology  has 
brought  legal  proceedings  against  myself  and  my  colleagues 
on  twelve  (12)  separate  occasions.  Seven  (7)  cases  have 
been  dissmissed  to  date  and  Motions  to  Dismiss  are  pending 
in  the  other  cases  more  recently  brought.  This  latest 
action  only  represents  a  continuation  of  the  Church  policy 
to  harass  me  and  interfere  with  my  representation  of  my 
clients.  See,  Decision  of  Garrity,  J.  attached  hereto  as 
Exhibit  G  wherein  Judge  Garrity  recognized  the  existence  of 
an  "Operation"  code  named  "Juggernaut."  Judge  Garrity 


stated : 


"Similarly,  the  plaintiff  alleges  that  'Operation 
Juggernaut  included,  among  other  things,  intensive 
covert  surveillance  of  plaintiff's  attorneys  by 
various  means,  and  the  filing  of  lawsuits  against 
plaintiff  and  plaintiff's  attorneys  in  remote 
foreign  jurisdictions. '  Plaintiff  alleges  that 
the  'Juggernaut'  documents  are  relevant  because 
they  relate  to  the  general  climate  of  terror  which 
the  defendants  intentionally  created  in  an  attempt 

to  force  the  plaintiff  into  submission.'  Presumably, 
if  they  demonstrate  what  plaintiff  contends,  they 
could  be  relevant  to  claims  of  intentional  infliction 
of  emotional  distress,  interference  with  plaintiff's 
efforts  to  pursue  her  legal  remedies,  and  malicious 
prosecution. . . . 

...  The  court  received  all  of  the  'Shake  and  Bake' 
and  'Juggernaut'  documents  in  camera,  so  we  have 
not  heard  the  views  of  plaintiff’s  counsel  on  the 
relevance  of  the  specific  documents  before  the 
court.  However,  given  his  general  knowledge  about 
the  defendant's  operation  and  what  he  has  been 
told  by  former  church  members  about  the  contents 
of  these  documents,  plaintiff's  counsel  has  sought 
to  demonstrate  to  the  court  that  these  documents 
are  relevant  to  plaintiff's  case.  We  have  read 
each  one  of  the  nine  exhibits  carefully,  and  in 


our  view  they  are  all  relevant  and  discoverable 
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unless  they  are  pr<v<i^7rd  .  ,  . 

- -2EH*  (Emphasis  Supplied) 

17)  In  aadition  to  the  numerous  lawsuits  k 

activities,  threats,  theft  of  d  “iVe 

theft  of  documents  and  general  inter¬ 
ference  with  my  law  practice  the  r. 

ice,  the  Church  of  Scientology  has 

Presently  initiated  a  nationwide  -blaoh  PR-  cam  . 

«J.acx  PR  campaign  to 

destroy  my  reputation.  This  campaign  was  also  . 

Garri tv  t  9  also  recognized  by 

rrty,  a.  at  Pp.  ,.10  in  attached  a 

quoted  the  folloiwng  from  Hubbard's  -dietionary . ; 

.=  "Elack  propaganda. 


*** 


a  covert  attack  on  the  reputation  of  a  person, 

company  or  nation  using  slander  and  lies  in  order 

to  weaken  or  destroy  rum  nr 

y*  (MCO  PL  21  Nov  72  I) . " 


’  °f  ^s  disseminated 

rsh°f  -  —  -  -is  contempt  proceeding 

campaign.  The  preparation  of  my  defense  to  thi 
*  .  ense  to  this  proceedina 

regurres  that  thi.  Court  comprehend  the  magnitude  of  the 

passive  activities  of  the  Church  of  Scientology  through 
the  use  of  the  legal  system  *k 

..  ,  y  '  -e  ma9nitude  of  the  litigation 

g  out  the  United  States,  and  the  magnitude  of  the - 

documents  and  information  which  X  have  collected  as  part  of 
proJlJr^22^^  which  the  first  hmendmen 

//// 

//// 
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19)  Recently,  on  September  7,  1983,  I  instituted 
an  action  in  the  Boston  Federal  District  Court  against  L. 

Ron  Hubbard  in  connection  with  a  four-year  scheme  to  "destroy" 
my  law  practice,  my  reputation,  my  clients,  and  myself, 
which  scheme  includes  death  threats,  theft  of  office  files, 
harassment  of  clients,  twelve  (12)  frivolous  legal  proceedings, 
nine  (9)  frivolous  Bar  complaints,  attempted  murder,  attempted 
■frame-up,"  defamation,  and  a  myriad  of  tortious,  harassive 
and  abusive  activities.  A  copy  of  the  Complaint  in  said 
action  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  H.  Said  Complaint  sets 
forth  in  some  detail  the  activities  of  Scientology  and  its 
agents  recited  above.  The  lawsuits  which  have  been  instituted 
against  me  for  purposes  of  harassment,  seven  (7)  of  which 
have  been  dismissed  are  as  follows: 

I.  Church  of  Scientology  of  Boston,  Inc,  v. 

Michael  Flynn,  Civil  No.  40906.  (Suffolk 
Superior  Court.  Mass. ,  1980) 

XX.  Church  of  Scientology  of  Nevada,  Inc,  v. 

Thomas  Hoffman,  Kevin  Flynn,  et  al.  Civil  No. 
LV-80-10-HEC  (D. Nevada,  1980) 

HI.  Church  of  Scientology  of  Nevada,  Inc,  v. 

Kevin  Flynn  and  La  Venda  Van  Schaick,  Civil 
No.  196880,  Nevada  Circuit  Court 
IV.  Church  of  Scientology  of  Nevada,  Inc,  v. 
Michael  Flynn,  Civil  No.  202573,  Nevada 
Circuit  Court 

V.  Steven  Miller  v.  Michael  Flynn,  et  al,  Civil 


No.  81-4275  (C.D.  Calif.,  1981) 
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VI.  Cazares  v.  Church  of  Scietnology,  Civil  No. 
81-3472-CA-01,  Volusia  County  Circuit  Court 

VII.  Garrison  v.  Kevin  Flynn,  et  al.  Civil  No.  81- 
2608-T  (D.Mass. ,  1981) 

VIII.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  Inc,  v. 
Michael  Flynn,  Thomas  Hoffman  and  Thomas 
Greene,  Civil  No.  CV-83-896-CBM  (C.D.  Calif., 
1983) 

IX.  Church  of  Scientology  v.  Michael  Flynn, 

— - -  Thomas  Hoffman,  Thomas  Greene  and  Kevin  — 

Flynn,  CV-81-3259-CBM;  CV-81-3260-CBM  (C.D. 
Calif.,  1983) 

X.  Flag  Service  Org. ,  Inc,  v.  Michael  Flynn  and 
the  City  of  Clearwater,  Civil  No.  82-440-CIV- 
T-WC  (Tampa,  Fla.,  1982) 

XI.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  Inc,  v. 
Michael  Flynn,  Civil  No.  83-2386-S  (S.  Mass., 
1983) 

XII.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  Inc,  v. 
Michael  Flynn,  Civil  No.  83-5205-R  (C.D. 
Calif.,  1983)  £3' 

The  Collection  of  Documents  and  Materials  by  Michael  J.  Flynn 

20)  In  connection  with  the  extensive  litigation  in 
which  I  have  been  involved  with  the  Church  of  Scientology, 

L.  Ron  Hubbard,  and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard,  including  the  cases 
recited  in  the  foregoing  paragraph,  I  have  collected  approxi- 
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mately  40,000  documents,  hundreds  of  publications  of  the 
Church  of  Scientology,  and  discovery  materials  so  extensive 
that  they  fill  approximately  four  3-drawer,  36  inch  lateral 
filing  cabinets.  The  materials  collected  are  for  the  most 
part,  not  under  seal  in  any  court,  and  have  been  received  by 
me  from  approximately  in  excess  of  1,000  different  sources, 
including  clients  and  non-clients,  anonymous  third  parties, 
and  from  sources  in  which  the  individuals  who  provided  me 
with  such  documents  and  materials  requested  that  I  maintain 
the  confidentiality  of  their  identity.  I  would  estimate 
that  I  have  collected  more  documents,  publications,  tape- 
record-ings  and  materials  relating  to  L.  Ron-  Hubbard  and  the-- — 
Church  of  Scientology  than  any  other  individual,  governmental 

I 

agency,  or  other  organization  in  the  world,  except  perhaps 
for  the  Church  of  Scientology  itself.  In  many  instances,  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  identify  what  documents  or  materials 
came  from  what  sources.  In  some  instances,  where  documents 
or  materials  have  been  filed  with  correspondence  from  a 
particular  individual  or  organization,  and  the  materials 
have  been  itemized,  then  it  is  possible  for  me  to  relate 
particular  documents  to  particular  sources,  but  in  general, 
this  is  not  possible.  In  connection  with  the  foregoing 
collection  of  documents,  I  am  probably  more  knowledgeable 
about  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  and  the  Church  of  Scientology  than 
perhaps  any  other  individual  except  perhaps  L.  Ron  Hubbard 
and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard,  themselves.  I  have  spent  nearly 
four  (4)  years  of  my  life  and  in  excess  of  $300,000  collecting 
such  information  and  in  connection  with  the  representation 
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of  numerous  clients  in  litigation  relating  to  Hubbard  and 
Scientology. 


Scientology  and  Gerald  Armstrong 

21)  In  the  spring  of  1982,  I  was  contacted  by 
Gerald  Armstrong  and  I  learned  at  that  time,  that  Mr.  Armstrong 
had  collected  materials  which  Hubbard  and  the  Church  had 
sought  to  destroy,  when  they  were  in  the  process  of  destroying 
approximately  600,000  other  documents.  Mr.  Armstrong  collected 
this  large  quantity  of  documents  which  were  intended  for 
destruction  as  the  personal  researcher  appointed  by  L.  Ron 
Hubbard.  Between  the  spring  of  1982,  and  the  date  of  the 
commencement  of  the  Armstrong  case  and  the  institution  of  a 
temporary  restraining  order  in  August,  1982  by  this  Court, 
later  modified  and  made  into  a  preliminary  injunction,  I 
spoke  to  numerous  individuals  who  are  knowledgeable  about 
the  contents  of  many  of  the  Armstrong  documents,  and  I 
compared  many  of  the  documents  which  I  had  received  from  Mr. 
Armstrong  with  literally  hundreds  of  documents  which  were 
then  in  my  possession  from  alternative  sources.  Many  of  the 
documents  were  identical  to  those  I  already  possessed.  Some 
documents  I  had  never  seen  before.  However,  the  great  bulk 
of  what  I  would  deem  to  be  the  relevant  or  important  documents, 
I  had  already  learned  about  either  in  conversation  with  Mr. 
Armstrong,  from  third  party  sources  or  had  seen'  the  documents 
directly.  As  I  have  explained  to  many  people  on  numerous 
occasions,  including  Mr.  Armstrong,  the  uniqueness  of  Mr. 
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Armstrong's  situation  is  that  Mr.  Armstrong  himself  discovered 
thrOU9h  —  bard'»  own  documents  that  he  had  collected  as 
Hubbard's  personal  researcher,  that  Hr.  Hubbard  and  the 
origins  of  the  Church  of  Scientology  were  almost  entirely 
fraudulent  from  its  inception  to  the  present.  In  other 
words,  Mr.  Armstrong  himself  was  •deprogrammed"  by  Hubbard's 
own  documents,  many  of  which  I  had  had  possession  of  for 
years.  Indeed,  the  numerous  cases  which  have  been  filed 
across  the  country  against  Hubbard  and  the  Church  of  Scien¬ 
tology  contain  copies  of  many  of  such  documents,  and  a  200-page 
report  that  I  prepared  for  the  city  of  Clearwater  in  Septem¬ 
ber,  1981  (three  months  before  Gerry  Armstrong  left  the 
Church)  has  most  of  the  information  in  it  which  was  discussed 
in  rny  speech  which  is  the  subject  of  this  contempt  chargel 

22)  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  delineate,  for  the 
most  part,  between  documents  which  I  had  received  from 
Gerald  Armstrong  and  documents  which  I  had  received  from 
third  parties.  I  explained  this  at  length  in  my  deposition 
testimony  taken  in  this  case  on  August  26,  1982,  which 
testimony  was  taken  prior  to  the  implementation  of  the 
Ereliminary  injunction.  At  that  time,  I  testified  as  follows 
on  P.  12  of  the  deposition  transcript: 

And  for  the  record,  literally  thousands  of  docu¬ 
ments  have  been  shown  to  me  by  hundreds  of  indi¬ 
viduals  who  have  left  the  Church  of  Scientology. 

I  have  received  in  the  mail  thousands  of  documents, 
many  of  them  anonymously  sent.  So  for  the  record 


the  Church  of  Scientology  and  its  attorneys  knew  that  I 
a^reaJy  had  possession  of  documents  either  identical  to  the 
Armstrong  documents  or  of  a  similar  type  relating  to  infor¬ 
mation  about  L.  Ron  Hubbard.  As  previously  stated,  the 
significance  of  the  documents  in  the  Armstrong  case  is  that 
they  are  Hubbard's  own  documents  and  can  be  authenticated  as 
such.  During  the  period  of  time  that  the  temporary  restraining 
order  was  entered  in  the  Armstrong  case,  in  August,  1982,  I 
had  numerous  conversations  with  Julia  Dragojevic  and  Bruce 
Bunch,  counsel  in  California  representing  Mr.  Armstrong 
re^ative  to  the  First  Amendment  considerations  relating  to 
the  temporary  restraining  order.  Subsequently,  in  September, 
1982,  when  the  preliminary  injunction  was  entered,  which  I 
read  and  received,  it  was  my  interpretation  from  the  preliminary 
injunction  that  it  was  not  intended  to  be  a  so-called  "gag 
order.  It  was  my  understanding  that  Judge  Cole  specifically 
addressed  the  issue  of  whether  Mr.  Armstrong  and  his  agents 
and  representatives  could  discuss  in  general  the  contents  of 
the  documents  or  draw  on  their  general  information  about 
documents  relating  to  Hubbard  and  the  Church  of  Scientology 
and  that,  they  were  able  to  speak  freely  about  these  matters. 
When  I  read  and  received  the  preliminary  injunction,  I 
noticed  the  specific  reference  in  the  preliminary  injunction 
as  follows: 

"However ,  defendant,  Gerald  Armstrong  is  not  re¬ 

strained  from  testifying  as  to  the  contents  of 


//// 


said  materials  from  his  own  knowledge. 
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As  an  attorney,  based  upon  my  knowledge  of  First  Amendment 
issues  relating  to  prior  restraint,  together  with  my  reading 
of  the  preliminary  injunction,  I  interpreted  the  order  of 
Judge  Cole  to  mean  that  individuals  such  as  myself  who  have 
knowledge  of  the  actual  contents  of  the  documents  in  the 
Armstrong  case  together  with  information  obtained  from  third 
parties,  as  well  as  information  obtained  from  other  sources 
which  relates  to  the  contents  of  the  Armstrong  documents, 
could _not  be  prohibited  from  discussing  such  materials. 

Since  September,  1982,  I  have  adhered  to  this  construction 
of  the  preliminary  injunction  and  I  have  spoken,  prepared 
affidavits,  filed  pleadings,  and  generally  proceded  on  the 
basis  that  the  preliminary  injunction  only  prohibited  the 
actual  dissemination  of  documents  under  seal  in  the  Armstrong 
case  which,  of  course,  are  not  otherwise  available  from 
third  sources.  Further,  as  set  forth  below  in  paragraph  24, 

I  also  believed  that  as  Mr.  Armstrong's  attorney,  I  could 
go  into  the  Court,  make  copies  of  documents  and  without 
distributing  the  documents,  quote  from  the  documents  directly 
and  then  disseminate  such  quotations  taken  from  the  court- 
sealed  documents  to  third  parties.  Although  I  have  never 
done  this,  I  interpreted  the  dismissal  of  the  Contempt 
charge  against  Ms.  Julia  Dragojevic  to  embrace  the  foregoing 
facts  and  interpretation. 

24)  Between  January  and  March,  1983,  I  learned 
from  Ms.  Julia  Dragojevic  that,  a  contempt  charge  had  been 
brought  against  her  by  the  Church  of  Scientology  in  connection 
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with  her  having  quoted  from  certain  documents  then  under 
seal  in  the  court.  It  is  my  understanding  that  Ms.  Dragojevic 
had  interpreted  the  sealing  order  to  mean  that  she  was  not 
prohibited  from  using  the  sealed  documents  for  the  purposes 
that  she  did.  When  I  learned  from  Ms.  Dragojevic  that  this 
Court  dismissed  the  contempt  charges  against  her,  I  specifically 
relied  on  this  dismissal  as  an  affirmation  that  the  sealing 
order  only  prevented  the  dissemination  of  the  documents 
themselves  or  a  disclosure  from  the  actual  documents  filed 
in  Court  coupled  with  actual  dissemination  of  them.  Al¬ 
though  I  have  never  either  directly  quoted  from  documents 
under  seal  not  otherwise  available  from  third-party  sources, 
nor  have  I  copied  any  quotes  from  an^  documents  while  they 
have  been  under  seal,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  sealing 
order,  given  the  availability  of  many  of  the  documents  from 
other  sources,  could  ever  be  construed  within  First  Amendment 
guidelines  to  prohibit  dissemination  of  information  contained 
in  the  documents  which  is  also  otherwise  available  in  the 
hands  of  people  such  as  Mr.  Armstrong.  Any  other  interpre¬ 
tation  would  violate  the  most  basic  and  fundamental  civil 
rights  in  our  Constitution. 

The. /Version"  of  Attorney  Flynn's  Speech  Submitted  bv  the  Church 

25)  I  have  read  the  declaration  of  John  G.  Peterson 
and  the  accompanying  portions  of  the  transcript  of  the 
speech  that  I  gave  in  Los  Angeles,  which  is  the  subject  of 
this  contempt  charge.  I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Peterson 
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intentionally  or  inadvertently  specifically  distorted  certain 
facts  and/or  inadvertently  or  intentionally  overtly  misrepre¬ 
sented  certain  facts.  However,  his  declaration  is  replete 
with  false  and  distorted  statements,  and  his  "version"  of 
the  transcript  of  the  speech  omits  significant  words  and 
phrases.  For  example,  Mr.  Peterson  quoted  at  length  from  a 
Florida  state  court  finding  of  August  11,  1982  holding  me  in 
criminal  contempt.  He  then  stated  that  the  judgment  of 
contempt  was  vacated  because  "the  court  is  without  threshold 
jurisdiction  over  the  person  of  Michael  J.  Flynn."  Mr. 
Peterson  thereafter  stated  that  "however,  the  fact  that  the 
lower  Florida  court  found  that  Michael  J.  Flynn  had  lied  in 

the  verified  pleading  to  the  court  was  not  overturned."  (Em¬ 
phasis  supplied)  Mr.  Peterson's  foregoing  statement,  is 
blatantly  false.  I  have  enclosed  hereto  as  Exhibit  I,  the 
Order  of  the  Court  vacating  the  criminal  contempt.  That 
Order  specifically  vacated  the  "finding"  referred  to  by  Mr. 
Peterson  stating  in  pertinent  part  as  follows: 

"3.  That  the  findings  of  this  Court  dated  August 
11,  1982  as  hereinafter  set  forth  are  hereby 
vacated  and  adjudged  to  be  null  and  void. 

'That  Michael  J.  Flynn,  he  is  hereby  held  in 
indirect  criminal  contempt  for  his  conduct  of 
rejecting  a  subpoena  duly  served  upon  him  on 
the  19th  day  of  April,  A.D.,  1982,  and  his 
filing  of  a  Motion  of  Quash,  which  the  court 
finds  not  to  be  truthful,....'"  (Emphasis 
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It  is  dear  that  the  ’finding-  that  I  had  allegedly  -lied- 
as  Mr.  Peterson  states  was  specificaily  overturned.  I„ 
fact,  it  wouid  be  helpful  for  this  Court  to  know  that  the 
Contempt  finding  was  in  part  reversed  based  upon  the  record 
which  was  filed  in  the  Appellate  Court  in  Florida  because-  we 
proved  that  the  Order  to  Show  Cause  in  that  Contempt  action 
was  secured  by  a  false  statement  of  an  attorney  for  the 
Church  of  Scientology  of  California.  Said  false  statement 
is  set  forth  in  a  portion  of  the  deposition  transcript  of 
that  proceeding  to  issue  the  Show  Cause  Order  attached 
hereto  as  Exhibit  J  wherein  a  Scientology  attorney  stated 
that  a  -verified  Motion  had  a  statement  in  it  that  I  could 
not  appear  for  a  deposition  because  of  hearings  set  before 
the  City  of  Clearwater.-  However,  as  set  forth  in  the 
-Verified  Motion-  referred  to  in  the  transcript,  there  is  no 
such  statement  of  an  inability  to  appear  because  of  hearings 
set  forth  before  the  City  of  Clearwater.  I  have  attached  a 
copy  of  the  verified  Motion  as  part  of  Exhibit  J.  it  is 
clear  from  the  foregoing  that  it  was  the  Scientology  attorney 
Who  had  lied  in  obtaining  the  Order  to  Show  Cause  and  not 
Attorney  Michael  Flynn.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons  the 
matter  was  reversed,  it  is  respectfully  submitted  that  a 
similar  situation  is  occurring  here. 


26)  Mr.  Peterson  further  distorts  the  findings  of 
Judge  Hennigan  in  the  case  of  fa  re  the  Estate  of  t 

Hubbard,  case  No.  47150  in  the  Hiverside  Superior  Court. 
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Mr.  Peterson  states  that  Judge  Hennigan  found  me  in  contempt 
for  "deliberately  disobeying  a  Court  order."  However,  this 
Court  should  be  aware  that  when  the  Order  to  Show  Cause  for 
Contempt  in  that  Riverside  action  was  brought,  I  did  not 
appear  at  the  hearing  on  said  matter  because  I  deemed  the 
charge  to  be  so  frivolous.  I  subsequently  appeared  before 
Judge  Hennigan  on  a  Motion  for  Reconsideration  which  was 
denied,  but  Judge  Hennigan  specifically  stated  that  he  did  not 
believe  that  there  was  any  deliberate  "bad  faith"  on  my 
part,  that  the  alleged  violation  of  the  sealing  order  was  a 
■hair-splitting  technical  one"  that  he  had  full  trust  in  my 
integrity  and  competence  as  an  attorney,  but  that  he  felt 
compelled  to  issue  the  contempt  finding  because  of  a  very 
narrow  construction  of  the  particular  facts  that  were  before 
him  in  that  proceeding.  It  is  submitted  that  Mr.  Peterson 
has  lumped  the  Florida  proceeding  and  the  Riverside  proceeding 
together  for  the  purpose  of  intentionally  distorting  the 
factual  basis  of  both  such  cases. 

> 

27)  Mr.  Peterson  states  at  length  in  his  declaration 
that  I  "willfully"  disseminated  information,  portions  of 
which  he  quotes  relating  to  the  documents  under  seal. 

However,  Mr.  Peterson  failed  to  inform  the  Court  that  in 
several  other  sections  of  the  speech,  I  informed  the  audience 
that  the  documents  were  under  seal,  that  I  could  not  give 
the  documents  to  them,  and  that  I  had  literally  tens  of 
thousands  of  documents  from  third  sources  which  were  either 
identical  to  the  Armstrong  documents  or  related  to  the  same 


topics.  Hr.  Peterson  either  inadvertently  or  intentionally 
intended  to  give  the  impression  to  this  Court  that  the 
information  that  I  was  speaking  about,  either  came  only  from 
the  Armstrong  documents  or  that  I  was  disseminating  the 
information  having  taken  it  from  the  contents  of  said  docu¬ 
ments  after  it  had  been  placed  under  seal.  Neither  of  these 
impressions  are  true.  For  example,  Mr.  Peterson  quotes  from 
records  relating  to  Mr.  Hubbard's  Naval  career.  However,  as 
set  forth  in  paragraph  22  of  this  affidavit,  I  had  testified 
a  year,  before  said  speech  in  my  deposition  taken  in  this 
case,  that  I  had  all  of  the  information  relating  to  Hubbard's 
naval  career  from  third  sources.  That  was  the  information 
which  was  referenced  as  being  from  both  third  sources  and 
"also"  in  the  "Armstrong  archives."  (As  discussed  infra,  it 
is  significant  to  note  that  in  the  transcript  reference  of 
Mr.  Peterson  at  P.  5  of  his  affidavit,  he  has  deleted  the 
word  "also".)  With  regard  to  what  I  called  in  the  speech 
Hubbard's  "diary"  regarding  what  Armstrong  called  "Mr. 
Hubbard’s  affirmations,"  that  infotmation  I  received  from  Mr. 
Armstrong  in  numerous,  perhaps  in  excess  of  fifty  (50) 
conversations  with  him  about  that  subject  matter.  Also,  much 
of  that  information  I  had  already  received  from  L.  Ron 
Hubbard,  Jr.,  Hubbard's  son.  Therefore,  that  information 
was  from  a  third  party  source.  The  information  regarding 
Sarah  Northrup,  Hubbard's  second  wife,  about  Hubbard's 
attempting  to  kill  her,  strangle  her,  etc.,  I  also  had  from 
a  third  source.  The  third  source  is  the  actual  affidavit  of 
Ms.  Northrup  publicly  on  file  in  the  case  of  Sarah  Northrup 
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Hubbard  v.  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court, 


Docket  Ko.  D-444498  filed  on  or  about  April  23,  1951.  The 
complaint  for  divorce  in  that  action  together  with  Ms. 

Northrup's  affidavit  I  had  received  from  approximately  three 

(3)  different  sources  over  the  past  four  (4)  years  in  other 

Scientology  litigation.  These  documents  are  identical  to 

the  Armstrong  documents.  Mr.  Peterson  also  references 

certain  letters  that  Hubbard,  Mary  Sue  Hubbard  and  Jane 

Kember  wrote  relating  to  their  daughter,  Alexis  Valerie 

Hubbard.  The  information  contained  in  said  documents  I  have 

spoken  to  Mr.  Armstrong  about  on  numerous  occasions  and  I 

also  received  that  information  from  a  third  source,  namely  Alexis. 

28)  In  general,  Mr.  Peterson  failed  to  properly 
transcribe  the  speech  leaving  out  key  words  and  phrases  and 
failed  to  inform  this  Court  or  quote  from  other  portions  of 
the  speech  where  it  is  clear  that  my  reference  to  the  Armstrong 
documents  and  to  Mr.  Armstrong  himself  has  significance  not 
simply  to  the  contents  of  the  documents  which  can  be  obtained 
from  many  sources,  but  more  importantly,  to  the  fact  that 
the  Church  of  Scientology,  as  is  its  tradition,  hires  numerous 
lawyers  to  suppress  the  truth  about  Hubbard  and  the  Church 
of  Scientology;  and  that  the  proof  of  the  attempt  to  suppress 
the  truth  about  the  Church  of  Scientology  is  reflected  by 
the  fact  that  they  have  sued  Mr.  Armstrong,  sought  to  place 
all  the  materials  under  seal,  and  have  used  lawyers  to 
attempt  to  suppress  the  truth  about  said  materials,  thereby 
lying  to  the  public  about  Hubbard's  background  and  the 


origins  of  the  Church.  Fortunately,  the  First  Amendment 
will  not  allow  the  suppression  of  free  speech.  That  was  the 
point  of  the  speech.  It  was  in  that  context  that  references 
to  the  Armstrong  documents  arose.  I  have  hereinafter  quoted 
from  portions  of  the  speech  in  which  the  foregoing  point  was 
clearly  made: 

"But  I  do  know  one  thing,  he  was  assigned  by  L. 

Ron  Hubbard  to  collect  data  and  documents  on  L. 

Ron  Hubbard  to  prepare  a  biography  by  Omar,  Omar 
Garrison,  and  Gerry  did  it.  Just  as  he  had 
diligently  worked  in  the  Sea  Org  since  1969, 
or  whatever,  together  with  his  wife,  Jocelyn, 
his  former  wife,  Terri,  Terri  Gamboa,  he  diligently 
collected  the  documents  -  probably  too  diligently, 
because  he  collected  documents  that  were  supposed 
to  have  been  destroyed  by  one  version  of  the  story  - 
the  documents  were  supposed  to  have  been...  And 
most  of  them  were  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Hubbard. 

,  Now  I'm  not  here  to  villify  Mr.  Hubbard.  Mr. 

Hubbard's  credentials  or  lack  of  credentials  or 
purposes  or  goals  that  I  perceive  in  a  lot  of  these 
writings  in  the  1940 's  when  he  embarked  on  this 
crusade,  may  be  different,  mine  may  be  different 
from  your  perceptions,  and  each  person  would  probably 
have  to  read  these  documents  to  draw  their  own 
perceptions.  Suffice  it  to  say,  that  he  is  definitely 
not  a  nuclear  physicist,  he  definitely  did  not  go 
to  Princeton  nor  did  he  graduate  from  George  Washing- 


ton  University,  nor  is  he  a  war  hero,  nor  did  he 
serve  four  years  in  combat,  nor  was  he  twice  pro¬ 
nounced  medically  dead,  none  of  those  things  are 
true. " 

"....But  there  is  one  salient  fact  that  comes  from 
all  of  that  and  that  is  there  has  been  misrepre¬ 
sentation.  I  mean,  I've  got  Dianetics:  The  Original 
Thesis  that  says  he  graduated  from  Columbian  College 
which  is  part  of  George  Washington  University.  That's 
an  untrue  statement.  If  the  Organization  is  supposed 
to  confront  and  deliver  truth  and  deliver  theta,  then 
why  did  they  put  in  Dianetics:  The  Original  Thesis 
that  he  went  there?  Maybe  it's  an  editorial  slip  up 
you  might  say.  Whey  did  they  put  in  that  he  served 
four  years  in  combat  and  was  the  most  decorated 
war  hero  of  World  War  II  when  he  was  relieved  of 
duty  on  three  or  four  different  occasions,  eventually 
found  a  gasoline  bomb  on  the  U.S.S.  Algol  shortly 
before  it  sailed  into  combat  and  was  relieved  of 
duty  and  right  after  that  ended  up  in  the  Oak  Knoll 
Military  Hospital  as  a  psychiatric  in-patient.  Well, 
Ron  is  like  every  other  human  being,  he's  like  me, 
he's  like  you,  he's  got  his  good  and  his  bad,  maybe 
he  told  a  few  untruths,  maybe  he  told  some  big  ones, 
maybe  he  told  a  lot  of  truth.  The  fact  remains,  that 
people  relied  on  things  that  were  said.  There  are 
some  kids  who  did  believe  that  he  was  a  nuclear 
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physicist;  that  Dianetics  was  more  exact  and 
axiomatic  than  chemistry  and  physics  and  was 
based  on  thirty  years  of  research.  People  rely 
on  things  you  say,  and  there's  a  degree  of  re¬ 
sponsibility  in  having  your  spirit  flow  and  tell 
the  truth  because  other  spirits  rely  on  it.  So 
those  things  were  not  true  and  I  take  exception 
to  that  and  that's  one  of  the  things  I  take 
exception  to  in  my  lawsuits." 

rr  *  *  Tt 

"....So  Gerry  Armstrong  has  a  lot  of  documents  and 
the  Church  has  an  army  of  lawyers  that  are  trying 
to  prevent  these  documents  from  being  released. 

Now  the  documents,  to  my  mind,  are  earth-shattering. 
I  mean  they  are,  I've  read  alot  of  them,  and  alot 
of  them  are  in  Mr.  Hubbard's  handwriting  and  I'm 
not  going  to  stand  up  here  and  tell  you  what  they 
say  because  then  you'll  think  I'm  just  trying  to 
villify  Ron.  Believe  me  when  I  say  that  some  of 
them  are  flabbergasting. . .things  he  did,  things  he 
said,  views  he  espoused,  reasons  he  took  for 
certain  actions,  all  at  the  critical  time  when  he 
was  writing  Dianetics  and  when  he  was  founding 
this  Organization.  What  they  did  for  Gerry  was 
they  "deprogrammed"  him.  They  told  him  the  truth. 

He  confronted  various  facts  when  he  read  these 
documents,  so  he  left,  and  then  the  Organization 
began  an  unholy  campaign  against  him  so  he  came  to 
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me.  So  now  the  Organization  has  got  an  army  of 
lawyers  trying  to  prevent  the  documents  from  being 
distributed  so  that  people  would  see  the  truth,  so 
the  truth  would  be  confronted.  And  myself  and 
Julia  Dragojevic,  a  young  female  lawyer  in  Bruce 
Bunch's  office,  have  been  defending  him  for  virtually 
no  money,  against  an  army  of  lawyers.  And  what 
are  we  trying  to  do?  We’re  trying  to  get  the 
documents  released.  What  are  they  trying  to  do? 
They're  trying  to  get  the  documents  suppressed." 

"And  the  likelihood  as  I  stand  here  is  that  all  of 
the  legal  maneuvering  that  is  being  done,  even 
though  we've  won  the  first  two  rounds  of  Gerry's 
case  and  the  documents  are  still  in  the  Court, 
even  though  they've  done  everything,  they've  filed 
declarations  of  Mary  Sue  Hubbard  to  try  to  get 
them  released  to  the  Organization,  the  Court  still 
has  them,  thank  goodness,  but  shortly,  if  a  certain 
avenue  that  the  current  leadership  has  taken  works 
out,  which  I  think  it's  going  to,  you  will  never 
see  those  documents  and  you'll  never,  ever  read 
Omar  Garrison's  book." 

29)  Even  more  importantly,  Mr.  Peterson  either  in¬ 
tentionally  or  inadvertently  deleted  several  key  words  and 
phrases,  and  ran  disconnected  paragraphs  together,  that  changed 
the  whole  context  of  the  speech.  For  example,  the  following 
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is  the  Peterson  version  of  what  he  deems  to  be  an  important 
part  of  the  speech  demonstrating  (1)  the  disclosure  of  the 
contents  of  the  documents  and  (2)  that  I  have  the  Armstrong 
documents  in  my  possession: 

"'...We  not  only  have  documents  from  the  original 
agencies. . .we 've  got  his  own  documents,  the 
documents  that  were  collected  by  him  for  years  in 
his  own  handwriting.'"  (Emphasis  supplied) 


The  accurate  transcription  of  the  speech  set  forth  below 
includes  the  word  "also"  which  was  deleted  in  the  Peterson 
version  and  which  modified  the  entire  context  of  that  portion 
of  the  speech  demonstrating  to  the  audience  that  my  office 
had  "also"  collected  documents  from  third  party  sources  (in 
this  case,  documents  from  governmental  agencies)  as  well  as 
being  knowledgeable  about  the  Armstrong  documents  now  held 
in  this  Court.  In  fact,  the  true  transcript  of  the  speech 
shows  in  this  context  that  I  showed  one  of  the  documents  to 

the  audience.  The  following  is  the  true  version: 

I 

"We  not  only  have  the  documents  from  the  original 
agencies  we've  also  got,  as  Gerry  knows,  we've  got 
his  own,  here's  his  transcript  from  George  Washington 
University,  [demonstrating  to  the  audience]  we've 
got  his  own  documents,  the  documents  that  we've 
collected  and  held  by  him  for  years  in  his  own 
handwriting,  his  own  Naval  record,  I'm  talking 
original  Naval  records,  that  belonged  to  him. 
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Those  were  among  the  things  in  t.he  Armstrong 


archives. " 

"The  level  of  documentation  that  exists  to  prove  L. 
Ron  Hubbard's  background,  I  can  only  tell  you  as  a 
trial  lawyer  who  reviews  evidence  all  the  time  in 
terms  of  authenticity,  reliability,  accuracy, 
etc.,  is  overwhelming,  I  mean  its  simply  over¬ 
whelming.  I've  got  all  of  his  fitness  reports, 
qualifications  as  an  officer,  log  books  on  some  of 
the  ships  he  was  on,  it's  overwhelming,  that's  all 
I  can  tell  you,  and  if  you  want  to  come  to  my 
office  and  start  looking  through  it,  you're  welcome 
to. " 


The  foregoing  true  transcript  clearly  references  “log  books," 
"fitness  reports,"  etc.  and  suggests  that  the  audience  could 
come  to  my  office  to  view  them.  These  documents  were  placed 
on  file  in  the  City  of  Clearwater  by  my  office  in  September, 

1981,  over1 one  year  before  this  litigation  began  and  three 

months  before  Mr.  Armstrong  even  left  the  Church  1  It  is 
simply  outrageous  for  Mr.  Peterson  to  delete  the  fact  that 
I  informed  the  audience  that  the  documents  were  under  seal, 
delete  the  word  "also,"  delete  the  reference  to  Gerald 
Armstrong  sitting  in  the  audience,  delete  the  fact  that  I 
demonstrated  a  non-sealed  document  to  the  audience,  and  then 
invites  it  to  come  to  my  office  to  view  what, . in  context 
can  only  be  construed  to  be  non-sealed  docunents.  Such  conduct,  ought  not 


to  be  sanctioned. 
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his  mind  was  when  tie  supposedly  developed  it  all, 
and  I  would  spend  the  next  half  hour  if  I  tried  to 
describe  in  detail  what  the  documents  say.  But 
what  they  reveal  is,  and  alot  of  you  can  have  con¬ 
versations  with  Gerry,  and  this  would  have  been  in 
Omar  Garrison's  book,  I  would  imagine.  They 
reveal  a  really  sick,  sick  person  at  the  end  of 
World  War  II,  I  mean  mentally,  physically  and 
emotionally  sick,  so  sick  that  he  was  a  desperate 
human  being  and  he  did  desperate  things.  Now  I'm  not 
castigating  him  for  doing  desperate  things,  desperate 
human  beings  do  desperate  things  and  World  War  II 
caused  a  lot  of  trauma,  he  was  never  in  combat,  he 
was  in  the  United  States  for  the  whole  time  except 
for  about  60  days,  but  he  had  alot  of  psychological 
problems  and  maybe  his  poor  war  career  and  his 
poor  war  record,  given  the  fact  that  his  father 
was  a  Naval  officer  exacerbated  those  problems  to 
the  point  where  he  had  the  breakdown  that  he  did 
at  the  end  of  World  War  II.  But  when  he  had  that 
breakdown,  he  went  looking  and  he  looked  into 
Satanism,  Black  Magic,  Crowleyism,  and  he  looked 
into  hypnosis,  he  looked  into... His  diary,  for 
example,  what  Gerry  calls  his  affirmations,  what  I 
basically  call  his  diary,  it's  about  yeh  thick  of 
his  writings  of  the  '46,  '47  period,  where  he 
talks  about  all  his  problems,  some  of  the  things 
are  of  a  shocking  character,  he  talks  about  his 
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hatred  of  women  and  how  women  are  the  source  of 
evil  in  the  Universe  and  he  talks  about  his  mastur¬ 
bation  problems  and  he  talks  about  the  fact  that 
he  got  Gonorrhea  from  this  girl,  how  he  hates 
women,  how  he  took  too  much  sulpher,  some  drug  for 
the  Gonorrhea  and  it  diseased  his  brain.  What  it 
does  is  it  paints  a  picture  of  his  mind  and  how  it 
was  at  the  time  and  it  devleoped  in  the  late  40 's 
when  he  was  writing,  when  he  began  to  write  Dianetics. 
It  describes  his  relationships  with  people  it  shows 
how  he  totally  bilked  them." 

It  is  clear  from  the  foregoing  that  I  told  the  audience  that 
the  information  about  which  I  was  speaking  could  be  learned 
from  Mr.  Armstrong  directly.  This  is  precisely  how  the  pre¬ 
liminary  injunction  modified  the  Temporary  Restraining  Order. 

31)  In  fact,  at  P.  4  of  his  affidavit,  Mr.  Peterson 
refers  to  my  deposition  taken  on  August  26,  1982,  which  was 
after  the  Temporary  Restraining  Order  was  entered  but  before 

the  preliminary  injunction  as  modified  by  Judge  Cole. 

Mr.  Peterson  uses  my  deposition  testimony  to  further  distort 
the  facts.  He  suggests  that  I  "received  and  understood  the 
TRO  prosciption  against  revealing  the  contents  was  "inappro¬ 
priate,"  but  that  we  could  comply  with  it  "pending  a  hearing 
on  Spetember  24."  Of  course,  Judge  Cole,  as  required  to  do 
so  by  the  First  Amendment,  in  fact,  modified  the  TRO  when 
//// 


he  subsequently  issued  the  preliminary  injunction  after  the 
hearing  on  September  24,  1982.  It  should  be  noted  that  in 
the  documents  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Peterson's  office  on  this 
Contempt  matter,  presumably  filed  in  this  Court,  he  included 
the  TRO,  but  omitted  the  preliminary  injunction.  I  do  not 

know  whether  this  was  an  oversight  or  whether  he  also  failed 
to  include  such  in  the  Court  filing. 

32)  In  the  portions  of  the  speech  omitted  by  Mr. 
Peterson  there  are  countless  references  to  third  party  sources 
of  information  about  the  contents  of  the  Armstrong  documents. 
These  include  Mr.  Armstrong  himself,  Omar  Garrison,  Ronald 
Dewolf  (Hubbard's  son),  Alexis  Valerie  (Hubbard's  daughter), 
my  own  office  files,  etc.  I  will  provide  a  copy  of  the 
videotape  of  the  speech  to  the  Court  at  the  hearing  on 
this  matter,  and  it  is  submitted  that  it  will  become  obvious 
to  the  Court  that  there  was  no  violation  of  the  sealing  order 
and  also  that  the  sealing  order  could  not,  with  First  Amendment 
guidelines,  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  dissemination  of 
the  information  in  the  speech. 

33)  Reference  is  also  made  by  Mr.  Peterson  to 
certain  interrogatory  answers  in  the  Van  Schaick  case  about 
a  certain  document  called  the  "blood  ritual."  From  that, 

Mr.  Peterson  infers  that  I  have  retained  originals  or  copies 
of  the  Armstrong  documents  now  under  seal  in  this  Court  in 
my  office.  Once  again,  Mr.  Peterson  has  misconstrued  his  facts. 
I_ returned  all  of  the  documents  sent  to  me  by  Gerald  Armstrong 
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to  the  Court!  I  have  copies  of  hundreds  of  those  documents 
from  third  party  sources.  First,  Ms.  Van  Schaick  read  the 
"blood  ritual"  in  my  office  in  July,  1982  -  more  than  one 
month  before  the  TRO  vas  ever  entered.  Second,  I  have 
received  copies  of  that  document  from  several  third  party 
sources.  Third,  the  answer  to  the  interrogatory  -quoted 
specifically  states  that  the  document  is  not  only  under  seal 
in  the  Armstrong  case,  but  also  in  my  possession. 

33)  It  is  clear  from  the  foregoing  that  based  upon 
my  general  knowledge  of  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  my 
First  Amendment  right  to  speak  about  such  knowledge,  based 
upon  my  reasonable  interpretation  of  the  preliminary  injunction 
as  confirmed  in  the  previous  dismissal  of  the  contempt 
charge  against  Ms.  Dragojevic,  and  as  confirmed  by  the  fact 
that  most  of  the  information  contained  in  the  Armstrong 
documents  has  come  to  me  either  from  the  third  sources  or 
from  Mr.  Armstrong  verbally,  that  there  has  been  no  willful 
violation  of  the  Order  of  this_ Court.  Indeed,  in  view  of 
the  generally  accepted  view  that  sealing  orders  are  looked 
upon  in  disfavor,  that  there  can  be  no  prior  restraint  of 
First  Amendment  rights,  and  that  it  is  apparent  that  L.  Ron 
Hubbard  and  the  Church  of  Scientology  have  made  literally 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  based  upon  representations 
about  Mr.  Hubbard's  background,  character  and  the  origins  of 
the  Church,  the  question  of  whether  the  documents  should 
even  be  under  seal  is  an  issue  that  has  yet  to  be  finally 
resolved.  In  any  event  it  is  apparent  that  the  information 
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in  the  documents  could  never  be  sealed.  A  large  group  of 
former  members  of  the  Church  of  Scientology  are  currently 
seeking  to  obtain  access  to  the  materials  and  documents  in 
the  Armstrong  case  and  have  hired  an  attorney  for  that 
purpose.  I  have  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  K  a  petition 
signed  by  numerous  individuals  who  are  seeking  to  obtain 
access  to  the  Armstrong  material  based  upon  the  fact  that 
they  paid  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  to  the  Church  of 
Scientology  relying  on  Hr.  Hubbard's  background,  character, 
integrity  and  intentions.  It  will  become  apparent  to  this 
Court  as  this  litigation  proceeds  that  such  individuals  have 
a  right  to  view  the  documents  and  materials  on  file  in  this 
case  and  that  a  finding  of  contempt  against  the  undersigned 
would  constitute  a  grave  injustice,  would  require  a  broad 
construction  of  the  Preliminary  Injunction,  which  based  upon 
First  Amendment  principles  must  be  very  narrowly  construed, 
and  lastly,  it  would  compound  the  fraud  that  has  been  perpetrated 
by  Hubbard  and  the  Church  of  Scientology.  The  Court  sitting 
in  Equity  ought  not  lend  itself  to  further  such  a  heinous 
purpose. 


CONCLUSION 


34)  I  hope  that  the  foregoing  makes  plain  the  im¬ 
portant  issues  implicated  in  this  latest  proceeding  by  the 
Church  of  Scientology,  specifically  as  it  relates  to  the 
Church  of  Scientology's  attempt,  per  policy,  to  suppress  my 
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First  Amendment  rights,  and  its  attempt  to  perpetuate  fraudu- 

2 

lent  representations  that  it  has  made  for  the  past  thirty 

3 

(30)  years.  Since  1980,  Scientology  has  been  multiplying 

4 

litigations  against  me  and  my  clients  for  the  avowed  purpose 

5 

of  preventing  me  from  representing  my  clients  and  chilling 

6 

their  rights  and  also  for  the  purposes  of  concealing  the 

7 

truth  about  this  organization.  This  latest  proceeding  is 

8 

part  of  that  goal.  Regardless  of  which  side  ultimately 

9 

prevails  in  the  Armstrong  case,  to  the  extent  that  Scientology 

10 

can  harass  me  with  proceedings  such  as  this,  it  will  undermine 

11 

the  representation  of  my  clients  thereby  substantially 

12 

obstructing  their  legal  rights.  It  will  create  a  chilling 

13 

effect  upon  the  willingness  of  attorneys  such  as  myself  who 

14 

are  willing  to  undertake  such  difficult  litigation  against 

15 

an  organization  that  has  the  type  of  policies  that  are  set 

16 

forth  in  this  declaration,  all  of  which  are  antithetical  to 

17 

our  jurisprudence  and  related  First  Amendment  values. 

18 

19 

Signed  and  sworn  to  this  21st  day  of  September, 

20 

1983. 

21 

22 

23 

- V 

MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN "  f 

24 

COMMONWEALTH  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 

25 

SUFFOLK,  SS.  September  21,  1983 

26 

Then  personally  appeared  before  me  the  above  MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN 

27 

and  acknowledged  the  foregoing  to  be  his^  free  act  and  deed. 

28 

Ai  coerr 
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My  Commission  Expires  3/31/89 


DECLARATION  OF  MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN 


I,  MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN,  beinq  duly  sworn,  depose 

and  say: 

1)  I  am  a  member  of  the  Massachusetts  bar  and  am 
engaged  in  the  private  practice  of  law  in  Eoston,  Massachusetts. 

2)  This  declaration  is  made  in  support  of  the 
defendant's  Motion  to  Enlarge  Time  for  Filing  Responsive 
Pleadings  in  connection  with  the  two  most-  recent  lawsuits 
initiated  by  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard 
against  Michael  J.  Flynn,  his  clients,  and  his  colleagues. 


3)  I  make  this  declaration  to  assist  the  Court 
in  understandina  the  general  context  as  well  as  the  specific 
circumstances  of  the  purpose  and  intent  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  his  wi^e 
and  his  frorft  corporations  -  the  Churches  of  Scientoloav  - 
infringing  these  latest,  the  fifteenth  and  sixteenth 
lawsuits  against  me.  Because  I  request  a  period  of  ninetv 
days  in  which  to  respond  to  these  latest  lawsuits,  I  re¬ 
spectfully  submit  that  5 t  would  be  of  considerable  assistance  ~ 
to  the  Court  to  understand  the  circumstances  surrounding  these 
latest  lawsuits  in  connection  with  its  rulings  on  my  Motion 
to  Enlarge  Time  for  Filing  Responsive  Pleadings. 


4)  I  have  been  involved  in  litiaation  against  the 
Church  of  Scientology  and  L.  Ron  Hubbard  for  approximately 
five  (5)  years.  Within  weeks  after  initiating  a  lawsuit 
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against  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  L.  Ron  Hubbard  in  Decem¬ 
ber  1979,  myself,  my  colleagues  and  my  clients  were  sued 
by  the  Church  of  Scientology  in  Las  Vegas,  Nevada  and  in 
Boston,  Massachusetts  pursuant  to  the  policv  of  the  Church 
of  Scientology  to  "attack"  its  judicial  opponents.  Therefore, 
since  the  inception  of  the  litigiation,  I  have  also  been  in¬ 
volved  as  a  party  in  litigation  involving  Hubbard  and  his 
organizations.  I  currently  represent  approximately  18 
plaintiffs  and  17  defendants  in  litigation  involving  Hubbard 
and  the  Church  of  Scientology.  These  include  journalists, 
former  members  of  Scientology  and  parents  of  members.  I 
have  also  served  as  special  counsel  to  the  City  of  Clearwater, 
Florida  in  connection  with  a  formal  inquiry  into  the  activities 
of  the  Church  of  Scientology  in  that  City.  The  information 
set  forth  in  this  affidavit  is  based  upon  my  personal  knowledge 
and/or  on  information  and  heiief  where  such  information  was 
obtained  in  connection  wifch, .the  aforementioned  litigation. 

J5J  I  respectfully  suburb*  •that"  a"  review*" of  the  back¬ 
ground  of  this  litigation  bv  this  Court  will  assist  the  Court 
in  understanding  the  underlying  basis  for  the  institution  of 
the  present  suits,  which  is  essentially  an  effort  by  Hubbard 
and  his  organizations  to  preven-t  lawyers  from  representing 
parties  who  have  claims  against  Hubbard  and  also  to  prevent 
former  members  from  speaking  out  about  these  claims.  Hubbard's 
use  of  the  judicial  system  as  demonstrated  in  this  declaration, 
reflects  a  pattern  of  conduct  designed  to  suppress  judicial 
scrutiny  of  Hubbard's  activities  and  to  use  the  law  and  the 
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courts  for  overtly  harassive  purposes,  as  reflected  in  the 
following  policy  of  L.  Bon  Hubbard: 

"The  purpose  of  the  suit  is  to  harass  and  dis¬ 
courage  rather  than  to  win.  The  law  can  be 
used  very  easily  to  harass  and  enough  harassment 
on  somebody  who  is  simply  on  the  thin  edae  anv- 
way,  well  knowing  that  he  is  not  authorized, 
will  generally  be  sufficient  to  cause  his  pro¬ 
fessional  decease.  If  possible,  of  course,  ruin 
him  utterly."  See  Exhibit  A  attached  hereto. 


6)  The  foregoing  written  policy  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard 
must  be  understood  in  the  context  of  several  other  written 
policies  of  Hubbard  which  constitute  the  foundation  of  Hubbard's 
policies  on  dealing  with  his  perceived  "enemies."  According 
to  Hubbard,  the  following  is  the  appropriate  procedure: 

"Don't  ever  defend.  Always  attack.  Find  or 
manufacture  enough  threat  against  them  to  — 

- -Kr- — -gz - - 

cause  them  to  sue  for  peace.  Originate  a 
black  PR  campaign  to  destroy  the  person ' s --  • 
repute  and  to  discredit  them  so  thoroughly 
they  will  be  ostracized.  Be  very  alert  to 
sue  for  slander  at  the  slightest  chance  so 
as  to  discourage  the  public  presses  from 
mentioning  Scientology." 


//// 

//// 
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7)  Although  the  foregoinn  tactics  have  been  used 


for  over  thirty  vears  by  Hubbard  and  have  been  repeatedly 
condemned  by  the  courts,  see ,  e . a . ,  Church  of  Scientology  v. 
McLean ,  615  F.2d  691  (5th  Cir.  1980),  they  continue.  This 
most  recent  assault  on  myself,  my  colleagues  and  my  clients  is 
an  effort  by  the  Church  to  rebut  3  recent  decisions  rendered  by  the  Tax 
Court  of  the  United  States,  the  Superior  Court  of  Ir>s  Angeles,  and  the 


High  Court  in  England  regarding  Scientology's  fraudulent,  and 
pernicious  practices.  A  short  discussion  of  these  three  cases 
is  set  forth  below  in  Paragraphs  8,  10  and  11.  The  foregoing  polici 
have  been  implemented  against  numerous  lawyers,  governmental 
agencies,  prosecutors,  and  even  against  judaes.  See,  for 
example,  the  article  "Scientology's  War  Against  Judges," 

American  Lawyer,  September  1980,  a  copy  of  which  is  annexed 
hereto  as  Exhibit  B. 


es 


8)  Whether  or  not  Scientology  is  a  religion,  which 
has  been  questioned  judicially,  see  Van  Schaick  v.  Church  of 
Scientology  of  California,  535  F. Supp^_  1125 ,  1142-45  (D.Mass. 
1982) ,  it  is  certainly  as  the  Tax  Court  of  the  United  States 
has  recently  held  in  September  1984,  an  organization  that: 

'  "has  made  a  business  out 'of  selling  religion;  it  has  di¬ 
verted  millions  of  dollars  through  a  bogus  trust  fund  and 
a  sham  corporation  to  key  Scientology  officials;  and  it  has  con¬ 
spired  for  almost  a  decade  to  defraud  the  United  States  Government 
by  impeding  the  IRS  from  determining  and  collecting  taxes  from  it 
and  affiliated  Churches . " 

The  Tax  Court  vent  on  to  hold  that  the  Churches  were  sham  corporations  il- 
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legally  transferring  ironies  to  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  that  the  Organization  was 
engaged  in  widespread  criminal  activity  and  enforced  policies  in  violation 
of  well-known  and  accepted  public  policy,  all  of  which  resulted 
in  the  Tax  Court  stripping  the  Church  of  Scientology  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  of  its  tax  exempt  status.  Certain  portions  of  the 
222-page  Tax  Court  opinion  are  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  C. 

9)  Regardless  of  Scientology's  claimed  religous 
status  and  effort  to  defraud  the  United  States  Government, 
it  is  certainly,  as  one  Federal  Court  has  written,  a 
"litigious  organization,"  Church  of  Scientology  of  California 
v.  Siegelman,  475  F.Supp.  950,  951  (S.D.N.Y.  1979)  (Goettel,  J.) . 

Judge  Goetell  reported  at  P.  951,  n.  1,  that  a  Lexis  scan 
"of  reported  decisions  in  the  United  States  Courts  in  which 
the  Church  of  Scientology  was  a  party  revealed  the  existence 
of  thirty" such  casesst  A  similar  scan  performed  on  July  15, 

1983  revealed  18  such  cases  in  the  state  courts  and  79  in 
the  federal  courts.  The  computer  print-outs  are  annexed 
hereto  as  Exhibit  D.  In  addition,  many  suits  have  been  brought 
in  the  names  of  individual  Scientology  members,  financed  by 
the  Church  of  Scientology,  see ,  e . g . ,  Exhibit  E,  described  in 
Par.  15  below,  and  innumerable  other  cases  have  been  filed 
around  the  world.  See ,  e.g. ,  Exhibit  J  described  in  Par.  14(g) 
below. 


10)  The  "litigious  nature"  of  the  Organization  is 
not  a  coincidence;  it  is  a  direct  product  of  Hubbard's  "Fair 
Game"  doctrine  which  permits  "enemies"  to  be  "injured  by  any 
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See  Allard 


means;  trickeu  sued,  or  lied  to  or  destroyed." 
v.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  58  Cal.App.  3rd  44  3  , 

129  Cal.Rptr.  797  (2nd  Dist.  1976), cert.  den.  429  U.S.  1091 
(1977).  In  the  Allard  case,  the  Court  awarded  2100,000  to  a 
former  Scientology  member  who  was  prosecuted  on  trumped-uo 
theft  charges  brought  by  the  Organization  to  cover  un  its 
ongoing  activities  including  fraud,  extortion  and  blackmail. 

10)  The  foregoing  activities  and  the  Fair  Game  policy 
have  also  been  recently  recognized  by  Judge  Paul  Breckenridge 
of  the  Superior  Court  of  Los  Angeles.  In  the  case  of  Church 
of  Scientology  of  California  and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard  v .  Gerald  Arm¬ 
strong,  Civ.  No.  C  420  153,  Hubbard's  organization  brought  a  conplaint  for 
conversion,  breach  of  fiduciary  dutv  and  invasion  of  privacy 
against  a  former  member  for  giving  some  of  Hubbard's  documents 
to  his  attorney.  The  Court,  in  July  198'4,  held  that  the^ 

Church  of  Scientology  and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard  did  not  come  into 
Court  with  "clean  hands , "“that  it  was  to  take  "nothing,"  that 
the  documents  were  to  be  made  available  for  public  insoection, 
and  to  duly  "constituted  governmental  law  enforcement  agencies, 
that  the  Organization  exercised  a  "kind  of  blackmail  against 
Dersons  who  did  not  wish  to  continue"  with  the  Organization 
and  that  it  used  confidential  files  in  an  effort  to  intimidate 
and  abuse  its  members.  In  recognizing  the  continued  imnlementa- 
tion  of  the  Fair  Game  Doctrine  against  its  enemies,  the  Court 
stated  as  follows: 

"In  addition  to  violating  and  abusing  its  own  members' 

civil  rights,  the  Organization  over  the  vears  with  its 
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'Fair  Game'  Doctrine,  has  harassed  and  abused 
those  persons  not  in  the  Church  who  it  perceived 
as  enemies.  The  Organization  is  clearlv  schizophrenic 
and  paranoid,  and  this  bizarre  combination  seems 
to  be  a  reflection  of  its  founder,  LRH .  The 
evidence  portrays  a  roan  who  has  been  virtually 
a  pathological  liar  when  it  comes  to  his  history, 
background,  and  achievements.  The  writings  and 
documents  in  evidence  additionally  reflect  his 
egoism,  greed,  avarice,  lust  for  power  and  vindic¬ 
tiveness  and  aggressiveness  against  persons  per¬ 
ceived  by  him  to  disloyal  or  hostile."  A  copy  of 
the  Armstrong  decision  is  attached  hereto  as  Ex.  F. 

11)  The  foregoing  case  is  typical  of  the  types 
of  charges  and  abuse  that  the  Organization  and  Hubbard  attempt 
to  inflict  upon  its  "enemies."  I  spent  2  months  in  Los  Angeles 
defending  Mr.  Armstrong  of  the  foregoing  charges,  and  I 
respectfully  submitJ^that  the  two  lawsuits  recently  brought 

’•v 

against  me  constitute  the  response  of  Hubbard  and  his  Organi- 
-zation  to  Judge  Breckenridge ' s  decision.  Shortly  before  Judge 
Breckenridge  issued  his  opinion,  an  English  Court,  Latey ,  J. 

c 

rendered  a  decision  similar  to  the  opinions  of  other  Courts 
involving  this  Organization.  In  that  action,  relating  to  the 
custody  of  two  children,  the  Court  ruled  that  Hubbard  and 
his  Organization  were  "corrupt,  immoral  and  sinister."  The 
Court  stated  as  follows: 


//// 

//// 
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"It  is  corrupt  because  it  is  based  on  lies  and 
deceipt  and  has  as  its  real  objective  noney  and 
power  for  its  founder,  his  wife  and  those  close  to 
him  at  the  top.  It  is  sinister  because  it  indulges  r- 
infamous  practices  both  to  its  adherents  who  do 
not  tow  the  line  unquestioningly  and  to  those  outside 
who  oppose  it.  It  is  dangerous  because  it  is  out 
to  canture  people,  especially  children  and  impres¬ 
sionable  young  people,  and  indoctrinate  and  brain¬ 
wash  them  so  that  they  become  the  unquestioning 
captives  and  tools  of  the  cult." 

The  Court  went  on  to  declare  L.  Ron  Hubbard  was  a  "charleton 
and  worse"  and  that  his  methods  were  "qrimly  reminiscent  of 
the  ranting  and  bullying  of  Hitler  and  his  henchmen."  A  copy 
of  said  decision  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  G. 

12)  Several  of  the  witnesses  who  testified  in  the 
English  and  Armtrong  cases  were  represented  by  my  office,  Ger-ald  Armstrong 
was  represented  by  me  personally,  and  several  of  the  witnesses 

T. 

in  the  Tax  Court  case  were  represented  by  my  office.'  -One  of 
these  witnesses,  Laurel  Sullivan,  who  gave  sworn  testimony 
under  oath  in  the  Armstrong  case,  has  been  named  as  a  defendant 
in  one  of  the  recent  actions  brought  against  me,  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  harassing  her,  intimidating  her  from  giving 
testimony,  and  seeking  to  obtain  discovery  in  connection  with 
pending  criminal  investigations  against  Hubbard  and  his 
Organization.  These  investigations  include  governmental 
agencies  in  the  United  States  such  as  the  Internal  Revenue 
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Service,  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  the  Attorney 
General  of  Florida,  the  Panellas  County  State's  Attorney's 
Office  in  Clearwater,  Florida,  and  the  United  States  Attorney's 
Office  in  Tampa,  Florida.  The  government  of  Canada  is  also 
involved  in  a  major  nationwide  criminal  investigation  of 
Hubbard  and  his  Organization.  Laurel  Sullivan  and  Gerald 
Armstrong  have  both  given  sworn  testimony  to  that  government. 

It  is  apparent,  therefore,  that  given  the  written  policies 
of  Hubbard  to  use  the  law  to  "harass  and  discourage"  and  to 
"find  or  manufacture"  attacks  against  his  enemies,  that  the 
two  most  recent  lawsuits  have  been  brought  purely  for  strategic 
and  malicious  purposes.  Indeed,  on  successive  days  in  Los 
Angeles,  Boston,  Toronto,  and  other  cities  in  the  United 
States,  the  Church  of  Scientology  has  conducted  press  con¬ 
ferences  for  the  purposes  of  disseminating  'black  PF!'  against 
myself  and  my  clients.  This  "black  PR  policy"  has  been 
recognized  by  the  Boston  Federal  District  Court  Judge  T,7. 

Arthur  Garrity,  in  connection  with  "an  operation"  against 
me  called  "Juggernaut."  Judge  Garrity  stated:  ~  . 

—  "Similarly,  the  plaintiff  alleges  that  ’Operation 

Juggernaut1  'included,  among  other  things,  intensive 
covert  surveillance  of  plaintiff's  attorneys  by 
various  means,  and  the  filing  of  lawsuits  against 
plaintiff  and  plaintiff's  attorneys  in  remote  foreign 
jurisdictions.'  Plaintiff  alleges  that  the  'Jugger¬ 
naut'  documents  are  relevant  because  they  relate  to 
the  general  climate  of  terror  which  the  defendants 
intentionally  created  in  an  attempt  to  force  the 
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plaintiff  into  submission . 


In  connection  with  the  production  of  "Juggernaut"  documents, 
the  Court  went  on  to  state  that: 

"We  have  read  each  one  of  the  nine  exhibits  carefully, 
and  in  our  view,  they  are  all  relevant  and  discoverable; 
unless  they  are  privileged." 

The  Court  quoted  from  Hubbard's  "dictionary"  under  the  heading 
"black  propaganda"  in  support  of  his  ruling.  Black  propaganda 

policy  states  as  follows: 

"A  covert  attack  on  the  reputation  of  a  person, 
company  or  nation  using  slander  and  lies  in  order 
to  weaken  or  destroy." 

^  * 

13)  In  the  past  four  months  since  the  Armstrong 
decision,  the  Church  of  Scientology  has  engaged  in  a  massive 
"black-??. "campaign,  of  which  these  two  latest— Lawsuits^  dx^.  _  -  -~-i 
a  part,— to  destroy  my  reputation.  The  recent  efforts  of 
Hubbard  Tnd  his  Organization  include  procurement  through  the 
payment  of  $25,000  to  an  individual  currently  under  indictment 
for  perjury  and  ■'fraud,  of  an  affidavit  claiming  that -1  assisted- 
in  the  forgery  of  a  two  million  dollar  check  belonging  to  I/. 

Ron  Hubbard.  The  affidavit  was  procured  by  one  Eugene  Ingram 
who  has  been  removed  from  the  Los  Angeles  Police  Department 
for  aiding  narcotics  dealers,  pimpinq,  and  running  a  house 
of  prostitution.  Mr.  Ingram  procured  the  affidavit  from  a 
citizen  of  the  United  Arab  Emirates  after  publicizing  a 
$100,000  reward  in  full  page  advertisements  in  the  Boston 
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Globe,  the  New  York  Times,  and  other  newspapers. 


Mr.  Inciram 


also  procured  affidavits  from  one  Georqe  Edgerly,  claiming 
that  I  had  attempted  to  bribe  him,  and  threaten  to  break  his 
wife's  legs.  Mr.  Edgerly  is  a  well-known  convicted  felon  in 
Massachusetts  who  has  been  convicted  of  larceny,  first 
degree  murder,  rape  and  a  variety  of  other  offenses.  I 
do  now  know  how;  much  money  Mr.  Ingram  paid  to  Mr.  Edgerly 
for  the  foregoing  affidavit.  Copies  of  some  of  the  articles 
that  Hubbard,  his  organization  and  Ingram  have  disseminated 
throughout  the  United  States  in  connection  with  the  foregoing 
are  attached  hereto  collectively  as  Exhibit  h4  After  re¬ 
viewing  said  materials,  Judge  Paul  Breckenridae  of  the  Los 
Angeles  Superior  Court  referred  to  them  as  "garbage." 


14)  The  implementation  of  Hubbard's'  Fair  Game 
Doctrine  against  lawyers,  judges  and  indeed,  the  judicial 
system  itself,  is  reflected  by  .a, ^consistent— pattern  of  abusive 
tactics,  which  include  the  following: 


a)  In  the  case  of  United  States  v.  Heldt, 


668  F.2d  1238  (D.C.  Cir.  1981),  a  criminal 

prosecution  against  11  of  Hubbard's  top 
aides  including  his  wife,  Mary  Sue  Hubbard, 
for  obstuction  of  justice,  perjury,  con¬ 
spiracy,  kidnapping,  and  related  charges, 
the  Organization  and  the  aforesaid  defendant 
unleashed  an  "attack"  against  the  entire 
United  States  Attorney's  Office  and  Federal 
District  Court  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
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v/hich  included  notions  to  disqualify  the 
entire  United  States  Attorney’s  Office, 
notions  to  disqualify  several  federal 
judges  in  that  district,  who  were  sitting 
on  the  case  at  one  tine  or  another,  bar 
complaints  against  Raymond  Banoun  and 
Judith  Heatherton  of  the  United  States 
Attorney's  Office,  covert  surveillance  of 
the  judges,  and  a  public  attack  on  the 
character  of  Judge  Richey  of  that  Court 
for  his  purported  association  with  a 
prostitute.  See ,  e . g . ,  article  in  the 
"American  Lawyer,"  attached  hereto  as 
Exhibit  B. 


c) 


Hubbard  and  his  Organization  in  1975-1976, 
pursuant  to  "Project  Owl"  placed  agents  to 
infiltrate  the  Attorney  General's  Office, 
the  Suffolk  County  District  Attor-irev '  s  Office, 
and>ferouqht'''criminal  and*-crivil  complaints 
against  the  Assistant  District  Attorney  for 
Suffolk  County  in  connection  with  an  effort 
by  that  office  to  collect  a  refund  of  monies 
paid  by  individuals  to  the  Organization. 

See  Exhibit  I  attached  hereto. 

In  the  Gerald  Armstrong  case,  the  Orqani- 
zation  brought  several  contempt  actions 
against  Julia  Dragojevic,  the  young  attorney 
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from  Woodland  Hills,  California  who  assisted 


me  in  the  defense  of  Mr.  Armstrong.  These 
contempt  actions  were  dismissed. 


d)  In  the  case  of  U . S .  v.  Article  or  Device, 
333  F.Supp.  357  (D.C.  1971),  Hubbard  and 
his  Organization  engaged  in  a  host  of 
pernicious  activites  against  Nathan  Dodell, 
one  of  the  attorneys  for  the  United  States 
Government,  including  bar  complaints, 
infiltration  of  his  office,  and  "black  PR" 
campaigns . 


e) 


f ) 


Recently,  in  connection  with  the  pending 
criminal  investigation  by  the  Canadian  xr 
Government,  Hubbard  and  his  Organize -t-ion 
have  brought  civil  and  criminal  contempt 
proceedings  against  Casev  Hill,  the  Chief 
Prosecutor  for  the  Attorney  General  of  Canada 

In  the  case  of  Church  of  Scientology  v. 
Cazares,  638  F.2d  1272,  1290  (5th  Cir.  1931), 
the  Court  ordered  Scientology  to  pay  legal 
costs  to  the  former  mayor  of  Clearwater 
who  criticized  them  for  bringing  a  "frivolous 
unreasonable  and  groundless"  action.  After 
said  decision,  Mayor  Cazares  brought  a  leaal 
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action  against  Hubbard  and  the  Organization 
for,  inter  alia,  infiltrating  the  lav;  firm 


of  his  lawyer,  Walt  Logan,  of  St.  Petersburg, 
Florida,  by  having  one  of  its  members,  also 
an  attorney,  seek  employment  at  Mr.  Logan's 
law  firm  for  the  purpose  of  stealing  documents 
and  influencing  the  outcome  of  the  litigation. 

q)  The  activities  of  Hubbard  and  the  Organization 
also  include  theft  of  documents  from  the 
law  firm  of  Bingham,  Dana  &  Gould  of  Boston, 
Massachusetts;  the  theft  of  documents  from 
a  law  firm  in  Toronto,  Canada;  and  theft  of 
documents  from  numerous  other  governmental 
agencies  involved  an  litiqation  with-the 
Organization.  For  a  somewhat  detailed  account 
of  these  activities,  see  "Sentencing^-Memoran- 
dum"  submitted  by  United  States  Attorney 
Charles  Roth  of  the  District  of  Columbia 

— — in~the~ca:Se':~of  -United  ~States~^rr  'KemberT^b-'al-r 
Criminal  No.  78-401  (2)  (3)  (D.D.C.  1980), 
a  copy  of  which  is  attached  hereto  as 
Exhibit  J.  Indeed,  Ms.  Kember ,  the  defendant 
in  the  aforementioned  case  recited  in  a  document 
attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  K,  with  rec=>nd  to 
legal  actions  in  the  United  States,  that  the 
policy  should  be  to  harass  "opponents  and 
their  lawyers  with  correspondence  (a  lawyer's 
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letter  costs  approximately  $50.00),  phone 
calls,  (time  costs),  interrogatories,  deposi¬ 
tions,  and  whatever  else  legal  can  mock  up," 
"making  it  more  costly  to  continue  the  legal 
action  than  to  settle  in  some  fashion." 


h)  In  the  case  of  Burden  v.  L.  Ron  Hubbard, 

Tampa  Federal  District  Court,  No.  81-501- 
CIV-T-K,  Hubbard  and  his  organization  card 
a  private  investigator  $250,000  to  "set  up" 
Federal  Judge  Ben  Krentznan  by  attempting 
to  lure  him  on  board  a  yacht  with  prostitutes, 
drugs,  hidden  video-tapes  and  microphones. 

See  affidavit  of  William  Franks  attached  here¬ 
to  as  Exhibit  L. 


15)  The  recently  filed  lawsuits  against 
me,  my  colleagues  and  my  client^fit  perfectly  into  the  pattern 
I  have  been  describing.  After  undertaking  the  representation 
of  one  former  Scientologist  in  July  1979,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  a  refund  from  the  Church  of  Scientology,  it  proceeded 
to  do  the  following  against  me: 


a)  Infiltrate  my  office  with  prospective 
employees : 


b)  Steal  thousands  of  documents  of  an  attorney/ 
client  character  from  my  office  and  premises; 
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c)  contact  my  clients  for  the  purpose  of 
separating  them  from  me  as  clients; 


d)  generally  engage  in  a  wholesale  patterp 
of  "operations"  to  dissuade  me  from  repre¬ 
senting  La  Venda  Van  Schaick.  See  attached 
affidavit  of  a  former  Scientology  agent 
annexed  hereto  as  Exhibit  E. 

16)  After  I  brought  suit  on  behalf  of  La  Venda  Van 
Schaick  in  the  Boston  Federal  Distrcit  Court,  the  Church  of  Scien¬ 
tology  within  a  matter  of  days  instituted  legal  proceedings  in 
the  Las  Vegas  Federal  District  Court  against  Van  Schaick,  Thomas 
Hoffman  (my  colleague) ,  and  Kevin  Flynn  (my  brother) .  The  suit 
was  dismissed  within  approximately  30  days  after  a  Motion  to 
Dismiss  was  filed.  The  Churclf'then  proceeaed'To  institute  law- 

•x* 

suits  in  the  Las  Vegas  Circuit  Court,  Suffolk  County  Superior 
Court,  Boston,  Los  Angeles,  Califprnia  and  Tampa,  Florida.  To 
date,  the  Church  of  Scientology  has  brought  legal  proceedings 

against  mvself  and  my  colleagues  on  fourteen  (l^J  spearate  o c ca - — 

_  « -  — -  **■  J* 

sions.  Ten  (10)  cases  have  been  dismissed  to  date  and  Motions 

to  Dismiss  are  pending  in  other  cases  more  recently  brought. 

The  lawsuits  brought  to  date  are  as  follows: 

I.  Church  of  Scientology  of  Boston,  Inc,  v.  Michael 

Flynn,  Civil  No.  40906.  (Suffolk  Superior  Court, 

Ma s  s .  19  80) 

I i .  Church  of  Scientology  of  Nevada,  Inc .  v .  Thomas 

Hoffman,  Kevin  Flvnn,  et  al..  Civil  No.  LV-80-HEC 
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III.  Church  of  Scientology  of  Nevada,  Inc.  v.  Kevin 

Flynn  and  La  Venda  Van  Schaick,  Civil  No.  196830 
Nevada  Circuit  Court 

IV.  Church  of  Scientology  of  Nevada,  Inc.  v.  Michael 
Flynn ,  Civil  No.  202573,  Nevada  Circuit  Court 

V.  Steven  Miller  v.  Michael  Flynn,  et  al.,  Civil  No. 
81-4275  (C.D.  Calif.  1981) 

VI.  Cazares  v.  Church  of  Scientology ,  Civil  No.  81-3472- 
CA-01,  Volusia  County  Circuit  Court 

VII.  Garrison  v.  Church  of  Scientology,  Civil  No.  82-2608-T 
(D.  Mass.  1981) 

VIII.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  Inc,  v. 

Michael  Flynn,  Thomas  Hoffman  and  Thomas  Greene, 

Civil  No.  CV-83-896-CBM  (C.D.  Calif.  1983) 

IX.  Church  of  Scientology  v.  Michael  Flynn,  Thomas 

Hoffman,  Thomas  “Greene  and"  Kevin  Flynn,  CV-83-3259TrCBM; 

CV- 81-326 0 -CBM  (C.D.  Calif.  1933F  - - - 

X.  Flag  Service  Org,  Inc,  v.  Michael  Flynn  37Td  the  City 

4.  > 

of  Clearwater,  Civil  No.  82-440-CIV-T-WC  (Tampa, 

Florida  1982)  ,  _ 

XI.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  Inc,  v.  Michael 
Flynn,  Civil  No.  83-5052-R  (C.D.  Calif.  1983) 

XII.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  Inc,  v.  Michael 
Flynn,  Civil  No.  83-2386-S  (S.  Mass.  1983) 

XIII.  Church  of  Scientology  v.  Michael  Flynn,  (contempt 

proceeding  dismissed  in  the  case  of  Church  of  Scien¬ 
tology  v.  Gerald  Armstrong,  California  Superior  Court 
No.  C  420  153 
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XIV.  Michael  J.  Flynn  v.  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  Boston  Federal 


District  Court,  No.  83-2642-M  (Counterclaims  in 
intervention) 

XV.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California  and  Church  of 
Scientology,  Flag  Service  Organization,  Inc,  v 
Michael  J.  Flynn,  et  al.,  C.A.  No.  84-8182, 

United  States  District  Court  (C.D.  Calif.  1984) 

XVI.  Mary  Sue  Hubbard  v.  Ronald  Dewolf,  Michael  J.  Flynn, 
et  al .  ,  No.  C  474  789,  California  Superior  Court, 

County  of  Los  Angeles,  1984. 

17)  I  hope  the  foregoing  makes  plain  the  important 
issues  implicated  in  these  latest  lawsuits  brought  by  the  Church 
of  Scientology  and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard.  Since  1980,  Scientology 
has  been  multiplying  litigation  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  pre¬ 


venting  me  from  representing  my  clients.  Regardless  of  which 
side  ultimately  prevails  in  cases  such  as  Van  Schaick  v.  Church 


of  Scientology  of  CariFornia7~~supra  ,'  to  TEhe—elftent'  t-hat-Hub b a^d- 


and  the  Organization  “Can  harass  me  with  frivolous’  suits,  it  will 
undermine  the  representation  of  my  clients,  thereby  substantially 
obstructing  their  legal  rights.  Such  a  chilling  effect,  I  respect 
fully  submit,  is  antithetical  to  our  jurisprudence  and  related 
First  Amendment  values.  These  values  are  extremely  important  to 
me  and  to  my  clients.  Contrary  to  the  absurdly  false  allegations 
disseminated  by  Hubbard  and  the  Church  of  Scientology  in 
the  media  and  through  the  vehicle  of  lawsuits  such  as  those 


most  recently  brought,  it  is  not  my  intent  to  destroy  any 
religion  nor  have  I  ever  engaged  in  any  abusive  legal  pro¬ 
ceedings.  The  "missing  person"  petition  brought  in  the 
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Riverside  Probate  Court  by  ne  on  behalf  or  Ronald  Dewolf, 
formerly  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  Jr.,  was  brouqht  Drec.isely  in 
order  to  determine  whether  L.  Ron  Hubbard  was  a  "missing 
person"  within  the  meaning  of  the  California  ’’rotate  Code. 

This  proceeding  was  brought  with  complete  iustif ication  in 
reliance  upon  the  following: 

a)  In  April  1982,  L.  Ron  Hubbard's  attorney, 

Alan  Goldfarb  of  Miami,  Florida,  filed  an 
affidavit  in  the  Federal  District  Court  in 
Tampa  in  effect  stating  that  his  client  was- 
a  missing  person.  A  copy  of  that  affidavit 
is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  M. 

b)  Hubbard  had  been  defaulted  in  a  multi-million 

■*T2_ 

dollar  lawsuit  brought  by  Paulette  Cooner ,  a 

— — —  1  '  - naur^a'i4^t-— who~h"a'd~ been — !^frf>.meTdJ4 — by~~HtrEba'rcr  “  ~ 

and  his  Organization  in  connection  with  his 
failure  to  appear  and  defend  that  action.  A 
coov  of  that  default  is  attached  hereto  as 
Exhibit  N. 

c)  Hubbard's  wife,  Mary  Sue  Hubbard,  had  stated 
under  oath  in  depositions  and  in  interrogatories 
that  she  had  not  seen  her  husband  since  "late 
1979"  and  she  had  stated  to  others  such  as 
Laurel  Sullivan,  that  she  did  not  be 1 i eve  that 
her  communications  were  reaching  her  husband^’ 
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d)  In  May  -  June  1982,  an  eff^rt  was  made  to 
forge  and  cash  one  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard's  checks 
in  a  bank  in  New  York  Citv. 

e)  At  the  time  of  the  attempted  forgery,  Hubbard's 
primary  investment  advisor,  Jan  Goergen,  and 
his  company.  Intercap  Ltd.  had  received  large 
sums  of  money  from  L.  Ron  Hubbard  accounts,  and 
one  of  Intercap's  principals,  David  Delozier, 
was  then  under  indictment  in  Arizona  for  acti¬ 
vities  related  to  organized  crime- 

f)  Some  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard's  most  valuable  assets, 
his  trademarks,  were  transfer-red  for  no  consider¬ 
ation  from  Hubbard  to  a  Scientoloov-related 

J=“~  *"  *  organization  bv  an  attorney  who  represented 

“Foth  Hubbard  an3  the  organization.  A  hand- "" 
writing  expert  determined  that  the  purported 
signature  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard  on  the  assignment  of 
the  trademarks  was  a  forgery.  This  assignment 
was  in  the  possession  of  various  Scientology 

-fit 

officials  who  purportedly  notarized  Hubbard's 
signature  at  the  time  of  the  assignment. 

18)  In  sum,  it  was  obvious  that  the  bringing  of  the 
missing  person's  petition  was  appropriate  under  all  of  the 
circumstances  and  that  the  Superior  Court  in  Riverside  Countv 
was  prepared  to  make  a  ruling  that  L.  Ron  Hubbard  was  in  fact, 
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a  nissinq  person  until  the  day  prior  to  such  ruling,  r'' 

4 

Sue  Hubbard's  attorneys  produced,  an  a^idavit  numnrteJlv 
from  L.  Ton  Hub-hard. 

19)  Similarly,  the  recent  lawsuit  brought  in  the 

Los  Angeles  Federal  District  Court  against  nvselt;  mv  colleague, 
Thomas  Hoffman;  my  brother,  Kevin  Flynn;  and  mv  client.  Laurel 
Sullivan,  is  equally  specious.  Host  of  the  allegations  in 
the  Complaint  have  previously  been  brought  in  the  Los  Anaeles 
Federal  Court  in  the  case  of  Church  of  Scientology  v.  Flvnn , 
et  al.  ,  Docket  Nos.  CV-83-396-CBM;  CV-83-3259-CB.M,  CV-33-3260- 
CBM;  and  83-5052  (C.D.  Calif.  1983) ,  in  which  the  same  con¬ 

spiracy  was  alleged  to  destroy  Scientology's  religious  freedom, 
through  the  corporation  Flynn  Associates  rianaoement  Corporation, 
as  is  nresentlv  alleged.  Although  the  Church  of  Scientology  wa? 
given  three  opportunities  to  amend  the  Complaint  to  state  a 
cause  of  action,  it  failed  to  do  so.  The  case  was  dismissed 
by  Judge  HarsTiall,  and  the  Ninth  Circuit  Court  of  Afmealsu-has 
recently  upheld  said  dismissal.  A  corny  of  that  decision  is 
attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  P. 

20)  Scientology's  attorneys,  as  part  of  their  cam¬ 
paign  of  harassment,  have  deposed  myself  and  my  colleagues  on 
at  least  20  days  and  have  also  attempted  to  detose  me  on  at 
least  25  additional  days.  Two  of  the  attempted  depositions 
were  sought  v;hile  I  was  engaged  for  a  period  of  ten  (10)  davs, 
in  the  representation  of  the  City  of  Clearwater,  Florida  for 
legislative  hearings  relating  to  the  Church  of  Scientology. 
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The  Church  of  Scientology  obtained  a  finding  o*  contennt  noain^t 


me  by  Florida  Circuit  Court  Judqe  Robert  Durden,  for  net 
aopearinc  for  the  deoosition.  The  contennt  conviction  van 
later  vacated,  Judqe  Durden  has  been  removed  from  the  bench 
and  is  being  investigated  for  receiving  bribes. 

21)  In  light  of  all  of  the  foreaoing,  it  is  respect¬ 
fully  submitted  that  1  will  need  approximately  ninety  (90) 
days  to  hire  attorneys  for  the  purpose  of  defending  these 
actions , meet  with  said  attorneys  and  review  the  five  (5)  years 
of  litigation  in  which  I  have  been  involved  aqainst  Hubbard 
and  his  Organization,  and  determine  the  appropriate  course  of 
action,  including  the  possibility  of  bringing  Motions  to 
Dismiss,  Motions  for  Summary  Judament  or  counterclaims  against 
the  plaintiffs  in  said  actions  and  their  attorneys  for_  the 

institution  of  malicious  and  abusive  leoal  proceedings^ _  At _ 

least  one  of 'these  attorneys  has  been  involved  in  at  least 

V 

four  (4)  actions  against  me,  three  of  which  have  been 
dismissed  to  date. 


Signed  under  the  pains  and  penalties  of  perjury  of 

7 

the  laws  of  the  State  of  California  this _ ' _ day  of  Novem¬ 

ber,  1984. 


%2SLJl 


MICHAEL  J.  FLKflN 


//// 

//// 
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Commonv/ealth  of  Massachusetts 


Suffolk,  SS.  November  7,  1984 

Then  personally  appeared  before  me  the  above  named, 
MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN,  and  acknowledged  the  foregoing  instrument 
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uECLARATION  OF  MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN 


If  MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN,  beinq  duly  sworn,  depose 

and  say: 

1)  I  am  a  member  of  the  Massachusetts  bar  and  am 
engaged  in  the  private  practice  of  law  in  Eoston,  Massachusetts. 

2)  This  declaration  is  made  in  support  of  the 
defendant's  Motion  to  Enlarge  Time  for  Filing  Responsive 
Pleadings  in  connection  with  the  two  mo«t  recent  lawsuits 
initiated  by  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard 
against  Michael  J.  Flynn,  his  clients,  and  his  colleagues. 


3)  I  make  this  declaration  to  assist  the  Court 
in  understanding  the  general  context  as  well  as  the  specific 
circumstances  of  the  purpose  and  intent  of._£.  Ron  Hubbard,  his  wife 
and  his  front  corporations  -  the  Churches  of  Scientoloav  - 
in  bringing  theseTLaFest ,  the  "fifteenth  ancPsixteenth 

lawsuits  against  me.  Because _ I  request  a  period  of  ninetv  **■-’ 

dS^s  in  which  to  respond  to  these  latest  lawsuits,  I  re¬ 
spectfully  submit  that  j  t  .would  be  of  considerable  assistance 
to  the  Court  to  understand  the  circumstances  surrounding  these 
latest  lawsuits  in  connection  with  its  rulinas  on  my  Motion” 
to  Enlarge  Time  for  Filing  Responsive  Pleadings. 


4)  I  have  been  involved  in  litiaation  against  the 
Church  of  Scientology  and  L.  Ron  Hubbard  for  approximately 
five  (5)  years.  Within  weeks  after  initiating  a  lawsuit 
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against  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  L.  Ron  Hubbard  in  Decem¬ 
ber  1979,  myself,  my  colleagues  and  my  clients  were  sued 
by  the  Church  of  Scientology  in  Las  Vegas,  Nevada  and  in 
Boston,  Massachusetts  pursuant  to  the  policv  of  the  Church 
of  Scientology  to  "attack"  its  judicial  opponents.  Therefore, 
since  the  inception  of  the  litigiation,  I  have  also  been  in¬ 
volved  as  a  party  in  litigation  involving  Hubbard  and  his 
organizations.  I  currently  represent  approximately  18 
plaintiffs  and  17  defendants  in  litigation  involving  Hubbard 
and  the  Church  of  Scientology.  These  include  journalists, 
former  members  of  Scientology  and  parents  of  members.  I 
have  also  served  as  special  counsel  to  the  City  of  Clearwater, 
Florida  in  connection  with  a  formal  inquiry  into  the  activities 
of  the  Church  of  Scientology  in  that  City.  The  information 
set  forth _in  this  affidavit  is  based  upon  my  personal  knowledge 
and/or  on  information  and  belief  where^3uch  information  was 
obtained  in  connection  with  the  aforementioned  litigation. 

5)  I  respectfully  submit  that  review  of'^tTTe  "back¬ 
ground  of  this  litiga^on^by--jth<is  Court  will  assist  the  Court 
in  understanding  the  underlying  basis  for  the  institution  of 
the  present  suits,  which  is  essentially  an  effort  by  Hubbard 
and  his  organizations  to  preven-t  lawyers  from  representing 
parties  who  have  claims  against  Hubbard  and  also  to  prevent 
former  members  from  speaking  out  about  these  claims.  Hubbard's 
use  of  the  judicial  system  as  demonstrated  in  this  declaration, 
reflects  a  pattern  of  conduct  designed  to  suppress  judicial 
scrutiny  of  Hubbard's  activities  and  to  use  the  law  and  the 
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courts  for  overtlv  harassive  purposes  as  re 


:ted\in  the 


following  policy  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard: 

"The  purpose  of  the  suit  is  to  harass  and  £iis- 
ccJtH^age  rather  than  to  win.  The  law  can/  be 
used  very  easily  to  harass  and  enough  harassment 
on  somebody  who  is  simply  on  the  thin /edae  any¬ 
way,  well  knowing  that  he  is  not  authorized, 
will  generally  be  sufficient  to  caus|  his  pro¬ 
fessional  decease'.-  If  possible,  of  course,  ruin 

/ 

him  utterly."  See  Exhibit  A  attached  hereto. 

/ 

6)  The  foregoing  written  policy/ of  L.  Ron  Hubbard 

/ 

must  be  understood  in  the  context  of  several  other  written 

>’ 

policies  of  Hubbard  which  constitute  the  foundation  of  Hubbard's 
policies  on  dealing  with  his  perceived  "enemies . "  According 
to  Hubbard,  the  following,,  is  the  appropriate  procedure: 

"Don’t  ever  defend.  Always  attack.  Find  or 
manufacture  enough  threa  l^auadnst  them  to.  __ 

cause  them  to  sue  for  peace.  Originate  a 

7  '  ’  \ 

black  PR  campaign^o  destroy  the  person's 
repute  and  to  discredit  them  so  thoroughly 
they  will  be 'ostracized.  Be  very  alert  to 
sue  for  slan/er  at  the  slightest  chance  so 

as  to  discourage  the  public  presses  from 

/  .  ' 
mentioning  Scientology." 


//// 

//// 

//// 
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7)  Although  the  foregoinn  tactics  have  been  used 
for  over  thirty  years  by  Hubbard  and  have  been  repeatedly 
condemned  by  the  courts,  see ,  e .  a .  ,  Church  of  .Scientoloav  v. 
McLean ,  615  F.2d  691  (5th  Cir.  1980),  they  continue.  This 
most  recent  assault  on  myself,  my  colleacrues  and  my  clients  is 
an  effort  by  the  Church  to  rebut  3  recent  decisions  rendered  by  the  Tax 
Court  of  the  United  States,  the  Superior  Court  of  Ios  Angeles,  and  the 
High  Court  in  England  regarding  Scientology's  fraudulent,  and 
pernicious  practices??  A  short  discussion  of  these  three  cases 
is  set  forth  below  in  Paragraphs  8,  1\  an^il .  The  foregoing  polici 
have  been  implemented  against  numerous  lawyers ,  governmental 
agencies,  prosecutors,  and  even/^gainst  jiidnes.  See ,  for 
example,  the  article  " Scientology ' s  War  Against  Judges," 

American  Lawyer,  September  1980,  a  copy  of  which  is  annexed 
hereto  as  Exhibit  B. 

8)  Whether  or  not  Scientology  is  a  religion,  which 


has  been  questioned  judicially,  see  Van  Schaick  v.  Church  of 
Scientoloqv  of  California,  535  F.Supp.  1125,  1142-45  (D . Mass . 
1982),  it  is  certainly  as  the  Tax  Court  of  the  United  States 
has  recently  held  in  September  1984,  an  organization  that: 

"has  made  a  business  out  of  selling  religion?  it  has  di¬ 
verted  millions  of  dollars  through  a  bogus  trust  fund  and 
a  sham  corporation  to  key  Scientology  officials;  and  it  has  con¬ 
spired  for  almost  a  decade  to  defraud  the  United  States  Government 
by  impeding  the  IRS  frcm  determining  and  collecting  taxes  from  it 
'and  affiliated  Churches." 

The  Tax  Court  went  on  to  hold  that  the  Churches  were  sham  corporations  il- 
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legally  transferring  monies  to  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  that  the  Organization  was 
engaged  in  widespread  criminal  activity  and  enforced  policies  in  violation 
of  well-known  and  accepted  public  policy,  all  of  which  resulted 
in  the  Tax  Court  stripping  the  Church  of  Scientology  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  of  its  tax  exempt  status.  Certain  portions  of  the 
222-page  Tax  Court  opinion  are  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  C. 


9)  Regardless  of  Scientology’s  claimed  religous 
status  and  effort  to  defraud  the  United  States  Government, 
it  is  certainly,  as  one  Federal  Court  has  written,  a 
"litigious  organization,"  Church  of  Scientology  of  California 
v.  Siegelman,  475  F.Supp.  950,  951  (S.D.N.Y.  1979)  (Goettel,  J.). 

Judge  Goetell  reported  at  P.  951,  n.  1,  that  a  Lexis  scan 
"of  reported  decisions  in  the  United  States  Courts  in  which 
the  Church  of  Scientology  was  a  party  revealed  the  existence_ 


of  th5?ty  such  cases."  A  similar  scan  performed  on  July  15, 


1983  revealed  18  such  cases  in  the  state  courts  and  79  in 
the  federal  courts.  The  computer  print-outs  are  annexed 
hereto  as  Exhibit  D.  In  addition,  many  suits  have  been  brought 
in  -the  names  of  individual  Scientology  members,  financed  by 
the  Church  of  Scientology,  see,  e.g. ,  Exhibit  E,  described  in 
Par.  15  below,  a/d  innumerable  other  cases  have  been  filed 
around  the  wor ijd.  See,  e.g.  ,  Exhibit  J  described  in  Par.  14(g) 


below. 


10)  The  "litigious  nature"  of  the  Organization  is 
not  a  coincidence;  it  is  a  direct  product  of  Hubbard's  "Fair 
Game"  doctrine  which  permits  "enemies"  to  be  "injured  by  any 
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means;  tricked  sued,  or  lied  to  or  destroyed."  See  Allard 
v.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  58  Cal.App.  3rd  4  4 3, 

129  Cal.Rptr.  797  (2nd  Dist.  1976), cert.  den.  429  U.S.  1091 
(1977).  In  the  Allard  case,  the  Court  awarded  5100,000  to  a 
former  Scientology  member  who  was  prosecuted  on  trumped -uo 
theft  charges  brought  by  the  Organization  to  cover  ud  its 
ongoing  activities  including  fraud,  extortion  and  blackmail. 

10)  The  foregoing  activities  and  the  Fair  Game  policv 
have  also  been  recently  recognized  bv  Judge  Paul  Breckenridqe 
of  the  Superior  Court  of  Los  Angeles.  In  the  case  of  Church 
of  Scientology  of  California  and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard  v .  Gerald  Arm¬ 
strong,  Civ.  No.  C  420  153,  Hubbard's  organization  brought  a  complaint  for 
conversion,  breach  of  fiduciary  dutv  and  invasion  of  privacy 
against  a  former  member  for  giving  some  of  Hubbard's  documents 
to  his  attorney.  The  Court,  in  July  1984  ,  held’  that  the 

Church  of  Scientology  and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard  did  not  come  into 
Court  with  "clean  hands,"  that  it  was  to  take  "nothing,"  that 
the  documents  were  to  be  made  available  for  public  inspection, 
and  t_o  duly  constituted  governmental  la™  enforcement  agencies, 
that  the  Organization  exercised  a  "kind  of  blackmail  against 
persons  who  did  not  wish  to  continue"  with  the  Organization 
and  that  it  used  confidential  files  in  an  effort  to  intimidate 
and  abuse  its  members.  In  recognizing  the  continued  imolenenta- 
tion  of  the  Fair  Game  Doctrine  against  its  enemies,  the  Court 
stated  as  follows: 

"In  addition  to  violating  and  abusing  its  own  members' 

civil  rights,  the  Organization  over  the  vears  with  its 
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'Fair  Game'  Doctrine,  has  harassed  and  abused 
those  persons  not  in  the  Church  who  it  perceived 
as  enenies.  The  Organization  is  clearlv  schizophrenic 
and  paranoid,  and  this  bizarre  combination  seems 
to  be  a  reflection  of  its  founder,  LRH.  The 
evidence  portrays  a  man  who  has  been  virtually 
a  pathological  liar  when  it  comes  to  his  history, 
background,  and  achievements.  The  writings  and 
documents  in  evidence  additionally  reflect  his 
egoism,  greed,  avarice,  lust  for  power  and  vindic¬ 
tiveness  and  aggressiveness  against  persons  ner- ’ 
ceived  by  him  to  disloyal  or  hostile."  A  copy  of 
the  Armstrong  decision  is  attached  hereto  as  Ex.  F. 

11)  The  foregoing  case  is  typical  of  the  types 
of  charges  and  abuse  that  the  Organization  and  Hubbard  attempt 
to  inflict  upon  its  "enemies."  I  spent  2  months  in  Los  Angeles 
defending  Mr.  Armstrong  of  the  foregoing  charges,  and  I 
respectfully  submit  that  tire — error?  lawsuits  recently  brought 
against  me  constitute  the  response  of  Hubbard  and  his  Organi¬ 
sation  to  Judge  Breckenridge 1 6  decision.  Shortly  before  Judae 
Breckenridge  issued  his  opinion,  an  English  Courts  Latey,  J. 
rendered  a  decision  similar  to  the  on.inions^rf  other  Courts 
involving  this  Organization .  In  that  action,  relating  to  the 
custody  of  two  children,  the  Court^fuiled  that  Hubbard  and 
his  Organization- were  "cot^rupj^  immoral  and  sinister."  The 
Court  stated  as  follows: 

//// 

//// 
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It  is  corrupt  because  it  is  based  on  lies  and 
deceipt  and  has  as  its  real  objective  money  and 
power  for  its  founder,  his  wife  and  those  close  to 


him  at  the  top.v  It  is  sinister  because  it  indulges,' 
infamous  practices  Taoth  to  its  adherents  who  do 
not  tow  the  line  unquest^oningly  and  to  those  outside 
who  oppose  it.  It  is  danneisous  because  it  is  out 
to  capture  people,  especially  children  and  impres¬ 
sionable  young  people,  and  indoc  tribute  and  brain¬ 
wash  them  so  that  they  .become  the  unquestioning 
captives  and  toolb'of  the  cult, 

The  Court  went  on  to  declare  L.  Ron  Hubbard  was  a  "charleston 
and  worse"  and  that'  his  methods  were  "grimly  reminiscent  of 
the  ranting^-emd  bullying  of  Hitler  and  his  henchmen."  A  copy 
of  said  decision  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  G. 


^  \  l\/  12)  Several  of  the  witnesses  who  testified  in  the 

English  and  Armtrong  cases • were-r^presented  by  my  office,  Gerald  Armstrong 


was  represented  by  me  personally,  and  several  of  the  witnesses 
in  the  -£ax  Cour\^case  were  represented  -by  my^prf  f  j  ce .  One  of 
these  witnesses,  Laurel  Sullivan,  who  gave^sworn  testimonv 


under  oath  in  the  Armstrong  case,  has/been  named  as  a  defendant 

in  one  of  the  recent  actions  brought  against  me,  solely  for 

the  purpose  of  harassing  her,  intimidating  her  from  giving 

testimony,  and  seeking  to  obtain  'discovery  in  connection  with 

pending  criminal  investigations  against  Hubbard  and  his 

/  \ 

Organization.  These ^Investigations  include  governmental 
agencies  in  the  UrvLted  States  such  as  the  Internal  Revenue 
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Service,  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  the  Attorney 
General  of  Florida,  the  Fanellas  County  State's  Attorney's 
Office  in  Clearwater,  Florida,  and  the  United  States  Attorney’s 
Office  in  Tampa,  Florida.  The  government  of  Canada  is  also 
involved  in  a  major  nationwide  criminal  investigation  of 
Hubbard  and  his  Organization.  Laurel  Sullivan  and  Gerald 
Armstrong  have  both  given  sworn  testimony  to  that  government. 

It  is  apparent,  therefore,  that  given  the  written  policies 
of  Hubbard  to  use  the  lav;  to  "harass  and  discourage"  and  to 
"find  or  manufacture"  attacks  against  his  enemies,  that  the 
two  most  recent  lawsuits  have  been  brought  purely  for  strategic 
and  malicious  purposes.  Indeed,  on  successive  days  in  Los 
Angeles,  Boston,  Toronto,  and  other  cities  in  the  United 
States,  the  Church  of  Scientology  has  conducted  press  con¬ 
ferences  for  the  purposes  of  disseminating  'black  PS'  against 
myself  and  my  clients.  This  "black  PR  policy"  has  been 

-++9.  *****  .  -  * 

recognized  by  the  Boston  Federal  District  Court  Jucfge  T*7.  • 

Arthur  Garrity'  in  connection  with  "an  operation"  against 
me  called  "Juggernaut."  Judge  Garrity  stated: 

"Similarly,  the  plaintiff  alleges  that  ’Operation 
■'Juggernaut'  'included,  among  other  things,  intensive 
covert  surveillance  of  plaintiff's  attorneys  by 
various  means,  and  the  filing  of  lawsuits  against 
plaintiff  and  plaintiff's  attorneys  in  remote  foreign 
jurisdictions.'  Plaintiff  alleges  that  the  'Jugger¬ 
naut'  documents  are  relevant  because  they  relate  to 
the  general  climate  of  terror  which  the  defendants 
intentionally  created  in  an  attempt  to  force  the 
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plaintiff  into  submission. " 

In  connection  with  the  production  of  "Juggernaut"  documents, 
the  Court  went  on  to  state  that: 

"We  have  read  each  one  of  the  nine  exhibits  carefully, 
and  in  our  view,  they  are  all  relevant  and  discoverable; 
unless  they  are  privileged." 

The  Court  quoted  from  Hubbard's  "dictionary"  under  the  heading 
"black  propaganda"  in  support  of  his  ruling.  Black  propaganda 
policy  states  as  follows: 

"A  covert  attack  on  the  reputation  of  a  person, 
company  or  nation  using  slander  and  lies  in  order 
to  weaken  or  destroy." 

13)  In  the  past  four  months  since  the  Armstrong 
decision,  the  Uhurch  of  Scientology  has  engaged  In  a  massive 
"black  PR  "campaign,  of  which_these_tW0--  1  a't^.tj^FWgu  its  are 

T'  ^  _ 

a  part,  to  destroy  my  reputation.  The  recent  efforts  of 
Hubbard  and  his  Organization  include  procurement  through  the 
payment  of  $25,000  to  an 'individual  currently  under  indictment 
for  perjury  and^fraud,  of  an  affidavit  claiming  that  I  assisted 
in  the  forgery  of  a  two  million  dollar  check  belonging  to  L. 

Ron  Hubbard.  The  affidavit  was  procured  by  one  Eugene  Ingram 
who  has  been  removed  from  the  Los  Angeles  Police  Department 
for  aiding  narcotics  dealers,  pimpinq,  and  running  a  house 
of  prostitution.  Mr.  Ingram  procured  the  affidavit  from  a 
citizen  of  the  United  Arab  Emirates  after  publicizing  a 
$100,000  reward  in  full  page  advertisements  in  the  Boston 


i 
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Globe ,  the  New  York  Times,  and  other  newspapers.  Mr.  Ingram 
also  procured  affidavits  from  one  George  Edgerly,  claiming 
that  I  had  attempted  to  bribe  him,  and  threaten  to  break  his 
wife's  legs.  Mr.  Edgerly  is  a  well-known  convicted  felon  in 
Massachusetts  who  has  been  convicted  of  larceny,  first 
degree  murder,  rape  and  a  variety  of  other  offenses.  I 
do  nov;  know  how  much  money  Mr.  Ingram  maid  to  Mr.  Edgerlv 
for  the  foregoing  affidavit.  Copies  of  some  of  the  articles 
that  Hubbard ,  his  organization  and  Ingram  have  disseminated 
throughout  the  United  States  in  connection  with  the  foreaoing 
are  attached  hereto  collectively  as  Exhibit  h4  After  re¬ 
viewing  sard  materials.  Judge  Paul  Breckenridge  of  the  Los 
Angeles  Superior  Court  referred  to  them  as  "garbage." 

14)  The  implementation  of  Hubbard's  Fair  Game 
Doctrine  against  lawyers.  Judges  and  Indeed 7' the  judicial 
system  itself,  is  reflected" by  a ' consistent  pattern  of  abusive 
'tactics,  which  include  the  following  * 

s)  In  the  case  of  United  .States  Heldt^_ 

668  F.2d  1238  (D.C.  Cir.  1981),  a  criminal  . 
prosecution  against  11  of  Hubbard's  top 
aides  including  his  wife,  Mary  Sue  Hubbard, 
for  obstuction  of  justice,  perjury,  con¬ 
spiracy,  kidnapping,  and  related  charges, 
the  Organization  and  the  aforesaid  defendant 
unleashed  an  "attack"  against  the  entire 
United  States  Attorney 1 s  Office  and  Federal 
District  Court  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
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which  included  motions  to  disqualify  the 
entire  United  States  Attorney's  Office, 
motions  to  disqualify  several  federal 
judges  in  that  district,  who  were  sitting 
on  the  case  at  one  time  or  another,  bar 
complaints  against  Raymond  Banoun  and 
Judith  Heatherton  of  the  United  States 
Attorney's  Office,  covert  surveillance  of 
the  judges,  and  a  public  attack  on  the 
character  of  Judge  Richey  of  that  Court 
for  his  purported  association  with  a 
prostitute.  See ,  e . g . ,  article  in  the 
"American  Lawyer , "  attached  hereto  as 
Exhibit  B. 


b)  Hubbard  and  his  Organization  in  1975-1976, 


pursuant  to  "Project  Owl"  placed  agents  to 


infiltrates^  the  Attorney  General's  Offeree, 
the  Suf f olk\^County  District ^Attornev/'s  Office, 

and  brought  criminal  and  civil  complaints 

\  /  ' 

against  the  Assistant  District/Attorney  for 
Suffolk  County  in  connection?  with  an  effort 
by  that  office  to  collect/ a  refund  of  monies 
paid  by  individuals  ta/'the^\prganization . 

See  Exhibit  I  attached  hereto^ 
c)  In  the  Gerald  AjTmstrong  case,  th^vOrgani- 
zation  brought  several  contempt  actions 
against  Julia  Dragojevic,  the  young  attorney 
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from  Woodland  Hills,  California  who  assisted 
me  in  the  defense  of  Mr.  Armstrong.  These 
contempt  actions  were  dismissed. 

d)  IrV^the  case  of  U .  S .  v.  Article  or  Device, 

333  XASupp.  357  (D.C.  1971),  Hubbard  and 

his  Organization  engaged  in  a  host  of 
pernicio\s  activites  against  Nathan  Dodell, 

one  of  the'Vttorneys  for  the  United' States 

\  / 

Government,  including  bar  comolamts, 


infiltration  of  has  office,  and  /’black  PR" 


campaigns , 


\ 


\  / 

e)  Recently,  in  connection  with/ the  pending 
criminal  investigation  _bv  -fhe  Canadian 
Government,  Hubbard  and  )>is  Organization 
have  brought  civil  and^griminal  contempt 
proceedings  against  Ca'sev  Hill,  the  Chief 
Prosecutor  for  the  Attorney  General  nf  Canada 


f)  In  the  case  of  Church  of  Scientology  v. 

Cazares ,  638  F.2d  1272,  1290  (5th  Cir.  1981)  , 

/  \ 

the  Court  ordered  Scientology  to  pay  legal  \ 

costs  to  tl/e  former  mayor  of  Clearwater 
who  criticized  them  for  bringing  a  "frivolous 
unreasonable  and  groundless"  action.  After 
said  decision,  Mayor  Cazares  brought  a  legal 
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g)  The  activities  of  Hubbard  and  the  Organization 
also  include  theft  of  documents  from  the 
law  firm  of  Bingham,  Dana  &  Gould  of  Boston, 
Massachusetts;  the  theft  of  documents  from 
a  law  firm  in  Toronto,  Canada;  and  theft  of 
documents  from,  numerous  other  governmental 
agencies  involved  in  litigation  with  the 
Organization.  For  a  somewhat  detailed  account 
of  these  activities,  see  "Sentencing  Memoran¬ 
dum"  submitted  by  United  States  Attorney 
Charles  Roth  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
'in"the  case  of'lfeited  -States  Kembeim,  ' et-»fll , 
Criminal  No.  78-401  (2) (3) (D.D.C.  1980) , 

-  a  copy  of  which  is  attached  hereto  as 

Exhibit  J.  Indeed,  Ms.  Kember,  the  defendant 
in  the  aforementioned  case  recited  in  a  document 
attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  K,  with  ren=>rd  to 
legal  actions  in  the  United  States,  that  the 
policy  should  be  to  harass  "opponents  and 
their  lawyers  with  correspondence  (a  lawyer's 
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letter  costs  approximately  $50.00),  phone 
calls  ,N(tiTne  costs),  interrogatories,  deposi¬ 
tions,  andNrfhatever  else  legal  can  mock  up," 
"making  it  more  costly  to  continue  the  legal 
action  than  to  settle  in  some  fashion." 


h)  In  the  case  of  Burden *  1  v  L.  Ron  Hubbard, 

Tampa  Federal  District  Coi 
CIV-T-K,  Hubbard  and  his  o 
a  private  investigator 
Federal  Judae  Ben  Krentzman 
to  lure  him  onboard  a  yacht  with  prostitutes, 
drugs,  hidden  video-tapes  and  microphones. 

See  affidavit  of  William  Frank's-  attached  here¬ 
to  as  Exhibit  L . 


15)  The  recently  filed  lawsuits  against 

a—  .  j: 

me,  my  colleagues  and  my  clients  -fit  perfectly  into  the  pattern 

I  have  been  describing.  After  undertaking  the  representation 
of  one  former  Scientologist  in  July  1979,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  a  refund  from  the  Church  of  Scientology,  it *proceeded 
to  do  the  following  against  me: 

a)  Infiltrate  my  office  with  prospective 
employees : 

b)  Steal  thousands  of  documents  of  an  attorney/ 
client  character  from  my  office  and  premises; 
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c)  contact  my  clients  for  the  purpose  of 
separating  them  from  me  as  clients; 

d)  generally  engage  in  a  wholesale  pattern 
of  "operations"  to  dissuade  me  from  repre¬ 
senting  La  Venda  Van  Schaick.  See  attached 
affidavit  of  a  former  Scientology  agent 
annexed  hereto  as  Exhibit  E. 

16)  After  I  brought  suit  on  behalf  of  La  Venda  Van 
Schaick  in  the  Boston  Federal  Distrcit  Court,  the  Church  of  Scien¬ 
tology  within  a  matter  of  days  instituted  legal  proceedings  in 
the  Las  Vegas  Federal  District  Court  against  Van  Schaick,  Thomas 
Hoffman  (my  colleague) ,  and  Kevin  Flynn  (my  brother) .  The  suit 
was  dismissed  within  approximately  30  days  after  a  Motion  to 
Dismiss  was  -Filed .  The  Church  then  proceeded  to  institute  law¬ 
suits  in  _the  Las  Vegas  Circuit  Court,  Suffolk  County  Superior 
Court,  Boston,  Los  Angeles,  California  and  Tampa,  Florida.  To 
date,  the  Church  of  Scientology  has  brought  legal  proceedings 
against  mvself  and  my  colleagues  on  fourteen  (14)  spearate  occa¬ 
sions.  Ten  (fo-)  cases  have  been  dismissed  to  date  and  Motions 
to  Dismiss  are  pending  in  other  cases  more  recently  brought. 

Ide  lawsuits  brought  to  date  are  as  follows: 

Church  of  Scientology  of  Boston,  Inc,  v.  Michael 
Flynn,  Civil  No.  40906.  (Suffolk  Superior  Court, 

Mass.  1980) 

11 .  Church  of  Scientology  of  Nevada,  Inc,  v.  Thomas 
Hoffman,  Kevin  Flvnn,  et  al..  Civil  No.  LV-80-HEC 
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IV 
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VI 


VII . 


VIII. 


IX. 


-=  X. 


XI . 


XII . 


XIII. 


•  Church  of  S c  i to  1  og y  o f  Nevada  ,  Inc.  v.  Kevin 
Flynn  and  La  Venda  Van  Schaick,  Civil  No.  196880 
Nevada  Circuit  Court 

•  Church  of  Scientology  of  Nevada,  Inc,  v.  Michael 
Flynn ,  Civil  No.  202573,  Nevada  Circuit  Court 

■  Steven  Miller  v.  Michael  Flynn,  et  al..  Civil  No. 
81-4275  (C.D.  Calif.  1981) 

'  Cazares  v.  Church  of  Scientology ,  Civil  No.  81-3472- 
CA-01,  Volusia  County  Circuit  Court 

Garrison  v.  Church  of  Scientology,  Civil  No.  82-2608-T 
(D.  Mass.  1981) 

Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  Inc,  v . 

Michael  Flynn,  Thomas  Hoffman  and  Thomas  Greene, 

Civil  No.  CV-83-896-CBM  (C.D.  Calif.  1983) 

Church  of  Scientology  v.  Michael  Flynn,  Thomas 
Hoffman,  Thomas  Greene  and  Kevin  Flynn,  CV-83-3259-CBM; 
CV-81-32 60-CBM  (C.D.  Ca£if.'~19  33)  ~ 

Flag  Service  Org,  Inc,  v.  Michael  Flynn  and  the  City 

°£^clearwater ,  Civil  No.  82-440-CIV-T-WC  (Tamna, 

Florida  -1-9  82) 

*  _ _ _ 

Church  of  Scientology  of  .California ,  Inc,  v.  Michael 
Flynn ,  Civil  No.  83-5052-R  (C.D.  Calif.  1983) 

Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  Incs^v .^Michael 
Flynn,  Civil  No.  83-2386-S  (S.  Mass.  1983) 

Church  of  Scientology  v.  Michael  Flynn,  (contempt 
proceeding  dismissed  in  the  case  of  Church  of  Scien— 
to logy  v.  Gerald  Armstrong,  California  Superior  Court 
No.  C  420  153 
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Michael  J.  Flynn  v.  L.  Ron  Ilubbard,  Boston  Federal 


District  Court,  No.  83-2642-M  (Counterclaims  in 
intervention) 

XV.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California  and  Church  of 
Scientology,  Flag  Service  Organization,  Inc,  v 
Michael  J.  Flynn,  et  al.,  C.A.  No.  84-8182, 

United  States  District  Court  (C.D.  Calif.  1984) 

XVI.  Mary  Sue  Hubbard  v.  Ronald  Dewolf,  Michael  J.  Flynn, 
et_a_l .  ,  No.  C  474  789,  Calfornia  Sunerior  Court, 

County  of  Los  Angeles,  1984. 

17)  I  hope  the  foregoing  makes  plain  the  important 
issues  implicated  in  these  latest  lawsuits  brought  by  the  Church 
of  Scientology  and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard.  Since  1980,  Scientology 
has  been  multiplying  litigation  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  pre¬ 
venting  me  from  representing  my  clients.  Regardless  of  which 
side  ultimately  prevails  in  cases  such  as  Van  Schaick  v.  Church 

2^ — Scientology  of  Calitoxuia,  supx ci~  to  the— extent  thatT"Hubbard - 

the  Organization  can  harass  me  with  frivolous  suits,  it  will 
undermine=.the  representation  of  my  clients,  thereby  substantially 
obstructing  their  legal  rights^  Such  a  chilling  effect,  I  respect 
fully  submit,  is  antithetical  to  our  jurisprudence  and  related 

Amendment  values.  These  values  are  extremely  important  to 
me  and  to  my  clients.  Contrary  to  the  absurdly  false  allegations 
disseminated  by  Hubbard  and  the  Church  of  Scientology  in 
the  media  and  through  the  vehicle  of  lawsuits  such  as  those 
most  recently  brought,  it  is  not  my  intent  to  destroy  any 
religion  nor  have  I  ever  engaged  in  any  abusive  legal  pro¬ 
ceedings.  The  "missing  person"  petition  brought  in  the 
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Riverside  Probate  Court  by  me  on  behalf  or  Ronald  Dewolf, 
formerly  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  Jr.,  was  brought  precisely  in 
order  to  determine  whether  I,.  Ron  Hubbard  was  a  "missing 
person”  within  the  meaning  of  the  California  "rebate  Code. 
This  proceeding  was  brought  with  complete  justification  in 
reliance  upon  the  following: 

a)  In  April  1982,  L.  Ron  Hubbard’s  attorney, 
Alan  Goldfarfc  of  Miami,  Florida,  filed  an 
affidavit  in  the  Federal  District  Court  in 
Tampa  in  effect  stating  that  his  client  was' 
a  missing  person.  A  copy  of  that  affidavit 
is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  m. 

b)  Hubbard  had  been  defaulted  in  a  multi-million 


dollar  lawsuit  brought  by^Paulette  Coooer,  a 
journalist  who  had  been  "framed"  by-Hubbard 
and  his  Organization  m  conrrQfti.or^.wi£li  his 
failure  to  appear  and  defend  that  action.  A 
copy  of  that  default  is  att.a«fe«d-~hereto  as 
Exhibit  N. 

c)  Hubbard’s  wife,  Marv  Sue  Hubbard,  had  stated 

under  oath  in  depositions  and  in  interrogatories 
that  she  had  not  seen  her  husband  since  "late 
1979"  and  she  had  stated  to  others  such  as 
Laurel  Sullivan,  that  she  did  not  believe  that 
her  communications  were  reaching  her  husband^ 
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d)  In  May  -  June  1982,  an  was  nsde  to 

forge  and  cash  one  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard's  checks 
in  a  bank  in  New  York  Citv. 


e)  At  the  time  of  the  attempted  forqerv,  Hubbard's 
primary  investment  advisor,  Jan  Goergen,  and 
bis  company ,  Intercap  Ltd.  had  received  large 
sums  of  money  from  L.  Ron  Hubbard  accounts,  and 
one  of  Intercap's  principals,  David  Delozier, 
was  then  under  indictment  in  Arizona  for  acti¬ 
vities  related  to  organized  crime. 


f)  Some  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard's  most  valuable  assets, 
his  trademarks,  were  transferred  for  no  considei 
ation  from  Hubbard  to  a  Scientolorry— related 
organization  bv  an  attorney  who  represented 
both  Hubbard  and  the  organization.  A  hand- 


writing  exper-t  determined  that  the  ;btirported 
signature  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard  on  the  assignment  o- 
the  trademarks  was  a  forgery.  This  assignment 
was  j.n  the  possession  of  various  Scientologv 
officials  who  purportedly  notarized  Hubbard's 
signature  at  the  time  of  the  assignment. 


18)  In  sum,  it  was  obvious  that  the  bringing  of  the 
missing  person's  petition  was  appropriate  under  all  of  the 
circumstances  and  that  the  Superior  Court  in  Riverside  Countv 
was  prepared  to  make  a  ruling  that  L.  Ron  Hubbard  was  in  fact, 
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a  missing  oerson  until  tru.  uu< .  L  -  •  L 

4 

Sue  Hubbard’s  attorneys  produced  an  a^idavit  our^ortedlv 
from  L.  Ion  Hubbard. 

19)  Similarly,  the  recent  lawsuit  brought  injthe 
Los  Angeles  Federal  District  Court  against  myself  ryfcol league  ,| 
Thomas  Hof\an;  my  brother,  Kevin  Flynn;  and  mv^ient,  Laurel 
Sullivan,  is\uallv  specious.  Host  of  the^Wtlons  in 
the  Complaint  ha^ore.viously  been  brough^in  the  Los  Anoeles 
Federal  Court  in  th\seof  Church  cf/^ientolopv  v.  Flomn, 
et  al.,  Docket  Hos.  CV-83^^CPA'?^-8  3-3  2  59-CBF,  CV-33-3260- 
CBM;  and  33-5052  (C.D.  CalifV^^,  in  which  the  sa-e  con- 

.Piracy  was  alleged  to  destro/  Scih*ologv  • .  religious  freedom 
through  the  corporation  E^Lynn  Associa teh^naoenent  corporation 

a.  is  presently  alleged.  Although  theChurcfc^of  Scientology,™ 
given  three  oonortu<aties  to  amend  the  CoPolain^to  state  a_ 


"cause  of  action/it  tailed  to  do  so.  The  case  was  dismissed 
by  Judge  Marshall,  and'  the  Ninth  Circuit  Court  of  Anneals  has 
recently  upheld  said  dismissal.  A  cony  of  that  decision  is 
attached  hereto  as-  Exhibit  P. 

20)  Scientology's  attorneys,  as  part  of  their  cam¬ 
paign  of  harassment,  have  deposed  myself  and  my  colleagues  on 
at  least  2  0  days  and  have  also  attempted  to  denose  -•  .e  on 
least  25  additional  days.  Two  of  the  attempted  depositions 
were  sought  while  I  v;as  engaged  for  a  oenod  of  ten  (10)  d«\  s , 

in  the  representation  of  the  City  of  Clearwater,  Florida  -or 
legislative  hearings  relating  to  the  Church  o..  .. c.ientol  o  .  > 


-21- 


6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 
'17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


The  Church  of  Scientology  obtained  a  f indin-'*  conte^nt  against 

me  by  Florida  Circuit  Court  Judqe  Robert  Durden,  £or  not 
appearing  for  the  deoosition.  The  contenot  conviction  wan 
later  vacated,  Judqe  Durden  has  been  removed  from  the  bench 
and  is  beincj  investigated  for  receiving  bribes. 

21)  In  light  of  all  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  respect¬ 
fully  submitted  that  J.  will  need  approximately  ninet.v  (90) 
days  to  hire  attorneys  for  the  pumose  of  defending  these 
actions, meet  with  said  attorneys  and  review  the  five  (5)  years 
of  litigation  in  which  I  have  been  involved  against  Hubbard 
and  his  Organization,  and  determine  the  appropriate  course  of 
action,  including  the  oossibilitv  of  bringing  Motions  to 
Dismiss,  Motions  for  Summary  Judgment  or  counterclaims  against 

the  plaintiffs  in  said  actions  and  their  attorneys  for  the 
- -  ^ 

institution  of  malicious  and  abusive  leaal  proceedings.  At 
least  one  of  these  attorneys  has  been  involved  in  at  least 


four  (4)  actions  against  me,  three  of  which  have  been 
dismissed  to  date. 

Signed  under  the  mains  and  penalties  of  oeriurv  of 


the  laws  of  the  State  of  California  this  C  da v  of  r 


Novem¬ 


ber,  1984. 


MICHAEL  J.  FLY/J 


//// 

//// 
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Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 


Suffolk,  SS. 


November  7,  1984 


Then  personally  appeared  before  me  the  above  named, 
MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN,  and  acknowledged  the  foregoing  instrument 
to  be  his  true  act  and  deed. 


Before  me, 


NOTARY  PUBLIC 
My  Commission  Expires:  3/31/84 
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DECLARATION  OF  MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN 


I,  Michael  J.  Flynn,  hereby  depose  and  state  under  the 
pains  and  penalties  of  perjury  that  I  have  personal  knowledge  or 
information  and  belief  as  to  the  following: 

1.  The  purpose  of  this  affidavit  is  to  respond  to 
charges  made  by  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  its  counsel 
against  me  and  my  colleagues  in  connection  with  our  activities 
and  conduct  in  Scientology-related  litigation.  An  additional 
purpose  of  the  affidavit  is  to  place  in  perspective  our  role  in 
the  commencement,  prosecution  and  defense  of  Scientology  cases, 
particularly  in  the  context  of  (1)  alleged  personal  harassment 
of  ourselves  and  our  clients,  (2)  the  alleged  tactics  of  the 
Church  of  Scientology  to  inundate  various  courts  with  massive 
docket  filings,  (3)  the  filing  of  allegedly  frivolous  and  mali¬ 
cious  lawsuits,  bar  complaints,  and  distribution  of  defamatory 
publications  on  the  streets  and  in  the  media,  (4)  allegedly 
engaging  in  a  systematic  pattern  to  infiltrate  our  law  offices, 
steal  documents  therefrom,  disrupt  our  law  practice,  and 
(5)  generally  engaging  in  an  assortment  of  abusive  and  unlawful 
conduct  to  deprive  our  clients  of  their  legal  rights  and  access 
to  the  courts.  The  affidavit  will  demonstrate  to  the  court  that 
in  light  of  the  facts,  we  have  acted  with  professional 
restraint,  diligence  and  within  the  bounds  of  the  canons  of 
ethics  ir.  seeking  to  prosecute  the  claims  of  our  clients  in  the 
face  of  extensive,  malicious,  personal  harassment  as  well  as 
legal  harassment  through  the  filing  of  frivolous  lawsuits,  bar 
complaints,  etc.  Although  Scientology  and  its  counsel  have,  to 
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some  degree,  succeeded  in  creating  the  impression  in  various 
courts  throughout  the  United  States  that  Scientology  litigation 
in  general  is  the  product  of  a  personal  campaign  between  the 
lawyers  on  both  sides  to  use  the  judicial  system  to  vindicate 
personal  animosities,  it  has  always  been  our  intention  to  obtain 
legal  redress  for  our  clients.  We  submit  that  the  Church  of 
Scientology  is  engaged  in  an  elaborate  and  concerted  plan  to 
create  that  impression  by  besieging  each  of  the  courts  with  such 
a  massive  amount  of  paperwork  together  with  incessant  charges 
against  me  that  a  true  and  just  adjudication  of  the  rights  of 
the  victims  have  become  secondary.  An  examination  of  the 
dockets  in  virtually  every  case  will  reveal  that  we  have  been 
required  to  continually  respond  to  personal  attacks  which  have 
cluttered  the  docket  entries.  These  continued  personal  attacks, 
such  as  motions  for  disqualification,  depositions  of  counsel, 
lawsuits  against  counsel,  contempt  proceedings  against  counsel, 
bar  complaints  against  counsel,  and  personal  harassment  of 
counsel,  have  resulted  in  a  cluttering  of  the  court  dockets  and 
the  misdirection  of  the  subject  cases.  The  foregoing  approach 
adopted  by  the  Church  pursuant  to  its  written  policies  has  been 
designed  to  confuse  and  obfuscate  the  legitimate  factual  and 
legal  issues  in  the  subject  litigation.  The  attack  by  the 
Church  of  Scientology  has  been  uncalled  for,  distorted,  and 
unlawful . 

2.  In  late  June  or  early  July,  1979,  La  Venda  Van 
Schaick  engaged  me  to  obtain  a  refund  of  funds  paid  by  her  to 
the  Church  of  Scientology  in  the  amount  of  approximately 
$12,800.00.  At  that  time,  I  knew  nothing  about  the  Church  of 
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Scientology,  and  was  reluctant  to  undertake  Van  Schaick's 
request  because  she  informed  me  about  the  operating  practices  of 
the  Church  towards  its  so  called  "enemies".  However,  at  the 
request  of  several  individuals  and  after  preliminary  investi¬ 
gation,  I  sent  a  letter  to  the  Church  dated  July  17,  1979 
requesting  a  refund  of  all  funds  paid  by  Van  Schaick.  (Exhibit 
1  attached. )  After  sending  Exhibit  1,  I  received  a  letter  from 
the  Church  stating  that  no  refund  would  be  paid.  (Exhibit  2 
attached.)  During  the  pendency  of  the  aforestated  correspon¬ 
dence,  an  individual  holding  himself  out  to  be  one  "Chuck  North" 
contacted  me  and  asked  to  be  engaged  as  a  private  investigator/ 
consultant  in  connection  with  "researching  and  investigating 
cults."  North  specifically  asked  and  requested  to  have  access 
to  any  "cult  files"  in  my  office  for  the  purpose  of  assisting 
his  research  and  investigation.  I  became  suspicious  about  the 
coincidental  mailing  of  the  Van  Schaick  correspondence  and  the 
solicitations  of  North.  As  it  later  turned  out.  North  was  in 
fact  an  agent  of  the  Church  seeking  to  infiltrate  our  offices. 
(Exhibit  3,  Affidavit  of  Warren  Friske,  attached.) 

3.  During  the  period  between  July  to  September,  1979 
when  the  correspondence  concerning  Van  Schaick  refund  was  being 
exchanged,  I  began  to  receive  telephone  calls  from  clients, 
relatives,  and  friends  stating  that  they  had  received  strange 
telephone  calls  from  various  individuals  requesting  information 
about  me.  During  the  same  period  of  time,  in  connection  with 
numerous  telephone  calls  and  correspondence  involving  non- 
Scientology  related  clients  and  cases,  many  strange  and  suspi¬ 
cious  incidents  occurred  which  suggested  that  my  telephone  calls 
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and  office  affairs  were  either  being  monitored,  intercepted,  or 
knowledge  about  them  otherwise  obtained.  For  example,  an  indi¬ 
vidual  called  one  of  my  clients  and  told  her  that  I  should  be 
reported  to  the  bar  because  I  had  not  turned  over  all  of  the 
funds  I  had  received  in  the  trial  of  a  case.  In  fact,  the 
client  was  present  at  the  trial,  received  a  trial  judgment  upon 
a  jury  verdict,  and  was  paid  in  full.  During  the  same  period  of 
time,  nanely  between  July  and  September,  1979,  Van  Schaick 
alleges  that  she  began  to  be  followed,  her  apartment  kept  under 
surveillance,  her  employment  activities  monitored,  and  numerous 
strange  and  suspicious  circumstances  occurred  in  connection  with 
her  daily  life,  too  numerous  for  purposes  of  this  affidavit. 

The  only  activity  of  mine  involving  the  Church  at  that  point  in 
time  had  been  to  send  one  letter  requesting  a  refund! 

4.  After  receiving  the  letter  denying  the  request 
for  a  refund,  I  received  a  letter  dated  September  11,  1979  from 
the  "Church  of  Scientology  of  Boston".  (Exhibit  4  attached) 

This  letter,  together  with  the  other  prior  strange  occurrences, 
together  with  the  allegations  made  to  me  by  Van  Schaick  as  to 
the  nature  and  operating  practices  of  the  Church,  resulted  in 
the  decision  by  me  to  initiate  an  investigation  into  the  entire 
matter.  The  September  11  letter  stated  that  the  Church  would  be 
willing  to  pay  approximately  50%  of  the  funds  paid  to  the  Church 
by  Van  Schaick  and  at  the  same  time  suggested  that  Van  Schaick 
should  not  sue  the  Church  for  the  balance  of  the  funds  because 
she  had  an  extensive  drug  history,  had  "three  abortions",  had 
attempted  suicide",  had  severe  marital  problems,  and  had  signed 
an  agreement  never  to  sue  the  Church  or  the  Hubbards.  I  had 
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been  informed  by  Van  Schaick  that  all  of  the  foregoing  informa¬ 
tion  came  from  her  confidential,  "auditing"  or  "confessional 
files"  and  that  it  was  a  regular  practice  of  the  Church  to  send 
such  a  letter  to  any  person  claiming  refunds  or  to  their 
counsel.  Van  Schaick  stated  that  the  auditing  information  had 
been  given  in  strict  confidence  but  that  the  Church,  pursuant  to 
written  policy,  regularly  utilized  such  information  to  block 
legal  recourse  and  for  other  purposes  including  blackmail  and 
extortion  even  though  it  also  had  a  written  policy  covering 
refunds . 

5.  Shortly  after  the  receipt  of  the  foregoing 
letter,  I  received  several  anonymous  telephone  calls  suggesting 
that  representation  of  Van  Schaick  was  a  dangerous  matter,  that 
no  one  "messes  with  the  Church",  that  if  I  had  any  doubts  about 
this  issue,  to  contact  other  people  who  had  sought  to  "inter¬ 
fere"  with  the  Church.  During  September  and  early  October, 

1979,  I,  as  a  result  of  all  of  the  foregoing,  was  involved  in  an 
active  ar.d  extensive  investigation  of  the  allegations  made  by 
Van  Schaick  in  order  to  determine  the  propriety  of  a  lawsuit 
against  the  Church.  Because  of  the  many  strange  events  that 
occurred  during  this  period  of  time  in  connection  with  this 
investigation,  I  concluded  that  the  Church  or  its  agents  were 
monitoring  my  activities,  telephone  calls,  and  my  investi¬ 
gation.  Among  the  numerous  incidents  that  confirmed  this  were 
several  occasions  when  I  observed  individuals  following  me, 
defamatory  calls  were  made  to  various  clients  shortly  after  I 
had  called  these  clients  on  the  phone,  and  an  employee  at  the 
small  airport  where  I  maintained  any  airplane  observed  uniden- 
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tified  individuals  viewing  the  airplane  and  seeking  information 
about  it. 

6.  Between  that  date  and  the  ensuing  several  months. 
Van  Schaick,  was  allegedly  subjected  to  numerous  incidents  of 
personal  harassment  involving  the  surveillance  of  her  home  and 
her  child,  being  run  off  the  road  in  her  car,  numerous  telephone 
calls  to  her  neighbors  suggesting  that  she  was  an  unfit  mother, 
calls  to  her  employer  resulting  in  the  loss  of  her  job  as  a 
waitress,  attempts  to  convince  her  that  I  was  engaging  in  haras- 
sive  conduct  against  her,  attempts  to  separate  her  from  her 
husband,  and  other  forms  of  harassment.  In  one  instance,  she 
states  that  the  Church  sent  an  agent  from  Los  Angeles  to  con¬ 
vince  Van  Schaick  that  the  "harassive  things"  being  done  to  her 
were  initiated  by  me!  (A  copy  of  that  agent's  note  is  attached 
as  Exhibit  5 . ) 

7.  In  November  1979,  nine  of  the  highest  officers  of 
the  Church  of  Scientology  were  convicted  of  a  variety  of  crimes, 
and  approximately  30,000  documents  seized  by  the  F.B.I.  from  the 
Church  were  released  to  the  general  public.  I  sent  an  employee 
to  the  Federal  Court  in  Washington  to  copy  thousands  of  these 
documents.  These  documents  in  large  part  verified  the 
allegations  of  Van  Schaick  and  validated  my  belief  that  the 
Church  was  responsible  for  the  numerous  inexplicable  and  haras¬ 
sive  incidents  that  had  occurred  in  the  prior  several  months. 

The  documents  revealed  a  15-year  pattern  of  infiltration,  bur¬ 
glary,  bugging,  harassment,  and  elaborate  policies  and 
operations  to  commit  the  foregoing  pursuant  to  specific  and 
detailed  "raining  manuals.  The  documents  also  contained  hun- 
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dreds  of  documents  pertaining  to  the  use  of  auditing  information 
by  the  Church  against  individuals  such  as  Van  Schaick  for  the 
purpose  of  blocking  and  frustrating  their  legal  rights,  even 
specifying  the  use  of  extortion  and  blackmail.  In  fact,  the 
specific  written  operations  authorized  by  Mary  Sue  Hubbard  to 
conduct  this  type  of  operation  were  among  these  documents. 

8.  During  the  same  period  of  time,  I  conducted  an 
extensive  legal  analysis  and  case  research  involving  the  Church 
of  Scientology  and  learned  that  the  publications  of  the  Church 
of  Scientology  had  been  declared  fraudulent  in  the  case  of 
United  States  v.  Article  or  Device,  333  F.Supp.  357  (D.D.C., 

1971)  and  that  the  Church  had  never  complied  with  the  decree  in 
said  case.  Further,  I  learned  that  the  Church  had  brought  in 
excess  of  100  cases  against  a  variety  of  individuals  and 
entities  for  the  purposes  of  frustrating  the  legal  rights  of 
those  parties  and  for  the  purpose  of  harassing  them  pursuant  to 
a  specific  written  policy  of  the  Church  which  calls  for  the  use 
of  the  judicial  system  to  harass  and  destroy  critics. 

9.  Finally,  after  approximately  six  months  of 
research  and  investigation  at  a  cost  in  excess  of  $20,000.00,  we 
decided  to  bring  a  class  action  suit  against  the  Church  of 
Scientology  to  recover  not  only  for  the  damages  inflicted  on  Van 
Schaick,  but  also  to  seek  relief  for  the  class  as  a  whole,  for 
the  failure  of  the  Church  to  comply  with  the  Article  or  Device 
decree.  That  suit  was  initiated  on  December  13,  1979,  resulting 
in  unsolicited  contact  by  the  news  media  to  Van  Schaick  and 

me.  After  the  news  relative  to  the  class  action  suit  was  dis¬ 
seminated  in  the  press,  the  floodgates  unexpectedly  and  surpri- 
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singly  opened.  My  office  was  literally  swamped  in  a  period  of 
weeks  with  hundreds  of  telephone  calls  by  a  variety  of  indivi¬ 
duals  and  organizations  including  parents  whose  children  had 
committed  suicide  while  in  the  Church,  individuals  who  had  been 
hospitalized  as  a  result  of  Church  involvement,  authors, 
reporters,  individuals  who  had  been  allegedly  defrauded  by  the 
Church,  various  law  enforcement  agencies,  and  other  assorted 
contacts . 

10.  After  the  commencement  of  the  Van  Schaick  action, 
the  Church  immediately  attempted  to  infiltrate  the  class  with  an 
agent  posing  as  a  prospective  client  (see  affidavit  of  Garrity 
attached  as  Exhibit  6),  intensified  its  harassment  of  individ¬ 
uals  associated  with  me,  attempted  to  disrupt  non-Scientology 
cases  I  was  involved  in,  and  generally  initiated  a  campaign  of 
unrelenting  personal  and  legal  harassment.  This  campaign 
included  the  following: 

a)  Approximately  three  weeks  after  the 
commencement  of  the  Van  Schaick  case,  without  filing  a  counter¬ 
claim  in  that  action,  and  without  filing  a  Motion  to  Dismiss 
within  the  time  allowed  by  the  rules,  the  Church  initiated  a 
lawsuit  in  the  Federal  District  Court  in  Nevada  against  Van 
Schaick,  Kevin  Flynn,  (my  brother  and  an  employee  of  my  office), 
Thomas  Hoffman,  Esq.,  (a  colleague),  and  Edward  Walters,  (a 
client).  That  suit  alleged  a  conspiracy  by  these  individuals  to 
deprive  the  Church  of  its  First  Amendment  rights.  The  suit  was 
dismissed  by  the  Federal  Court  within  120  days. 

b)  At  the  same  time  as  the  filing  of  this 
action,  the  Church  filed  in  succession  four  separate  bar  com- 
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plaints  against  me  alleging  a  variety  of  things  including  con¬ 
spiracy  to  violate  the  Church's  First  Amendment  rights,  the 
unlicensed  practice  of  law  by  Kevin  Flynn,  and  a  variety  of 
other  charges.  The  first  three  complaints  were  filed  on  January 
15,  1980,  February  7,  1980  and  April  3,  1980,  all  of  which  were 
dismissed  on  April  10,  1980  by  the  Massachusetts  Board  of  Bar 
Overseers.  (See  Exhibit  7  attached.)  On  November  19,  1980,  the 
Church  filed  yet  another  complaint  which  was  dismissed  on  May  4, 
1981.  (See  Exhibit  8  attached.) 

c)  After  the  dismissal  of  the  Federal  Nevada 
action,  the  Church  then  commenced  an  action  against  Van  Schaick, 
Kevin  Flynn,  Edward  Walters,  and  other  clients  of  mine  in  the 
state  court  in  Nevada,  which  was  nearly  identical  to  the  federal 
action.  As  to  Van  Schaick  and  Kevin  Flynn,  this  suit  was  also 
dismissed. 

d)  The  Church  also  filed  an  action  against  me 
and  four  of  my  clients  in  the  Massachusetts  Suffolk  Superior 
Court  alleging  that  the  clients  had  stolen  materials  from  the 
Church  of  Scientology  of  Boston  and  turned  them  over  to  me. 

These  materials  primarily  included  the  auditing  files  of  the 
four  clients  who  had  left  the  Boston  Church  and  taken  their 
auditing  files  with  them  because  they  were  aware  the  Church  used 
them  for  purposes  of  blackmail.  Also  allegedly  taken  were  some 
financial  graphs  and  some  Sea  Org  organizations.  I  stipulated  in 
open  court  to  filing  the  voluminous  auditing  files  under  seal 
with  the  court,  returning  the  financial  graphs,  and  maintaining 
possession  of  the  Sea  Org  communications.  The  court  adopted 
this  offer  and  issued  an  injunction  based  upon  it.  In  subse- 
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quent  litigation  around  the  United  States,  particularly  in  the 
recent  case  of  the  Church  of  Scientology  v.  Gerald  Armstrong, 
California  Superior  Court,  Los  Angeles,  C420153,  the  Church  has 
attempted  to  use  this  litigation  and  the  stipulated  injunction 
to  misinform  and  mislead  the  court  into  the  belief  that  I  had 
behaved  unethically  as  reflected  by  the  injunction,  when  in 
fact,  I  stipulated  to  the  injunction,  and  the  suit  was  prose¬ 
cuted  for  the  purpose  of  harassing  me  pursuant  to  the  written 
policy  of  the  Church. 

e)  Subsequently,  the  Church  filed  an  additional 
action  against  me  in  the  Las  Vegas  state  court  alleging  essen¬ 
tially  that  I  was  engaged  in  a  conspiracy  against  the  Church  and 
abusing  judicial  process.  Church  counsel  attempted  to  procure  a 
false  affidavit  from  an  ex-member  to  support  the  case.  (See 
Exhibit  6  at  page  8.)  The  court  granted  my  Motion  for  Summary 
Judgment  in  that  action. 

f)  Between  January  and  May,  1980,  I  was  sub¬ 
jected  to  hundreds  of  instances  of  personal  harassment,  which  I 
believe,  based  upon  the  Friske  and  Garrity  affidavits  and  other 
information,  to  have  been  conducted  by  the  Church.  These 
included  inter  alia,  contacting  my  insurance  agent  and  informing 
the  agent  that  I  had  murdered  the  husband  of  one  of  my  clients, 
making  a  bomb  threat  to  my  building  resulting  in  its  evacuation, 
throwing  rocks  at  my  building,  sending  a  post  card  threatening 
to  poison  me,  harassive  telephone  calls  at  all  hours  of  the  day 
and  night  to  me,  my  wife,  and  my  children,  making  obscene  tele¬ 
phone  calls  to  neighbors  and  suggesting  in  these  calls  that  I 
was  making  them,  and  process  servers  arriving  at  my  home  at  all 
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hours  disturbing  my  wife  and  children.  (See  generally. 

Exhibit  9 . ) 

g)  Between  approximately  November,  1979  and  up 
to  and  including  at  least  May,  1982,  the  Church  allegedly  stole 
approximately  20,000  documents  either  directly  from  my  office  or 
from  a  trash  dumpster  in  my  private  office  condominium  compound. 
This  theft  is  established  by  the  following  evidence.  Kevin 
Tighe  formerly  of  the  Guardian's  Office  has  testified  under  oath 
that  he  stole  documents  from  my  law  office  garbage.  (Exhibit 
10.)  Warren  Friske,  former  head  of  B-2  in  Boston,  admits  he 
sorted  the  stolen  documents  and  sent  the  materials  to  the 
U.S.G.O.  and  to  CSC's  attorneys.  (Exhibit  11.)  Joe  Lisa, 
former  head  of  the  U.S.G.O. ,  has  admitted  in  a  sworn  deposition 
that  he  ordered  the  document  theft  operation.  (Exhibit  12.) 

11.  Between  January  and  May,  1980,  hundreds  of  former 
Church  members  contacted  my  office  seeking  legal  recourse 
against  the  Church.  One  of  these  individuals.  Ton j a  Burden,  had 
worked  directly  for  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  who  had  ultimate  and  abso¬ 
lute  control  over  all  Church  activities.  Burden,  between  the 
ages  of  13  and  17,  worked  for  the  Church  without  receiving  any 
education,  essentially  served  for  a  long  period  as  Hubbard's 
personal  slave,  dressing  and  undressing  him,  and  was  involved  in 
coding  and  de-coding  telexes  in  double  and  triple  codes 
regarding  operations  against  the  United  States  government,  state 
agencies,  and  numerous  individuals.  She  was  defrauded  of 
approximately  five  years  of  labor,  a  high  school  education,  was 
made  to  sign  promissory  notes  in  the  thousands  of  dollars,  she 
was  tendered  a  bill  in  the  amount  of  approximately  $61,000.00, 
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was  subsequently  kidnapped,  harassed  and  taken  over  state  lines 
when  she  left  the  Church,  and  was  generally  tortiously  injured 
by  the  Church  without  receiving  the  benefits  promised  to  her  and 
based  upon  false  representations  made  to  her.  With  co-counsel 
in  Tampa,  Florida,  we  commenced  an  action  in  the  Federal 
District  Court  on  or  about  April  25,  1980  on  behalf  of  Ms. 
Burden.  This  was  only  the  second  suit  initiated  by  my  office  in 
connecton  with  Scientology  litigation.  Yet,  most  of  the  items 
referred  to  in  paragraph  10  against  my  office  were  either  in 
process,  completed,  or  being  planned.  The  Church  proceeded  to 
literally  swamp  the  court  docket  with  motions,  pleadings,  and 
discovery,  the  great  bulk  of  which  motions  have  been  denied, 
resulting  in  a  massive  amount  of  paper  that  stands  approximately 
two  feet  high  to  date.  Although  ex-Scientologists  have  come 
forward  and  acknowledged  a  consistent  pattern  of  abuses  against 
individuals  such  as  Van  Schaick  and  Burden  with  regard  to  the 
wrongful  dissemination  of  auditing  information,  fraudulent  and 
deceptive  recruitment  and  sales  practices,  campaigns  of  harass¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  the  "Fair  Game  Doctrine"  and  other  such 
operations,  and  thousands  of  documents  exist  to  support  such 
allegations,  the  Church  and  its  counsel  have  engaged  in  a 
pattern  cf  litigation  designed  to  wear  down  the  plaintiffs, 
their  counsel,  and  the  court  system  rather  than  attempt  to 
resolve  the  injury  claims  in  a  judicious  and  good  faith  approach 
based  upon  specific  and  extensive  evidence.  The  latter  strategy 
is  reflected  by  the  activities  of  the  Church  and  its  correspon¬ 
dence  to  me  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  Van  Schaick  action 
/// 
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as  well  as  the  aforesaid  dismissed  lawsuits,  bar  complaints,  and 
harassment  techniques. 

12.  Between  May,  1980  and  December,  1980,  my  office 
continued  to  be  besieged  with  contacts  from  former  members, 
parents,  state  and  federal  law  enforcement  agencies,  the  news 
media,  etc.  with  regard  to  the  activities  of  the  Church.  During 
that  period  of  time,  my  office  brought  several  additional 
actions  in  the  Massachusetts  Superior  Court  on  behalf  of  former 
members  who  sought  to  obtain  legal  redress  against  the  Church. 
During  the  same  period  of  time,  the  continuous  theft  of  docu¬ 
ments  from  my  office  and  compound  took  place  and  the  general 
campaign  of  harassment  continued.  The  hundreds  of  instances 
involved  in  this  harassment  are  too  extensive  to  set  forth  in 
this  affidavit  but  they  consisted  of  a  general  pattern  of  what 
has  been  previously  described  including  contacts  with  non- 
Scientology  clients.  (See  several  statements  of  clients 
attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  9.  )  Throughout  this  period  of  time 
the  Church  continually  attempted  to  take  my  deposition  and  depo¬ 
sitions  of  my  employees  and  colleagues  on  numerous  occasions  in 
different  cases. 

13.  In  January,  1981,  after  living  through  a  year  and 
a  half  of  the  activities  and  conduct  previously  described,  I 
flew  to  Los  Angeles,  California,  together  with  my  colleagues, 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  settlement  of  the  Scientology 
litigation  with  Church  counsel.  During  these  settlement  dis¬ 
cussions,  the  Church  agreed  to  repay  all  of  the  monies  paid  by 
two  claimants,  Donald  and  Peggy  Bear,  in  the  amount  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $107,000.00.  Although  releases  were  signed  and  the 
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Church  represented  to  numerous  courts  that  it  had  a  policy  to 
refund  monies  paid  to  it,  the  Church  failed  to  deliver  a  check 
for  the  proceeds,  the  settlement  negotiations  fell  through,  and 
a  suit  was  later  commenced  on  behalf  of  the  Bears.  (See  Exhibit 
14  attached. )  At  the  time  of  the  preparation  for  these  settle¬ 
ment  negotiations,  my  office  prepared  an  extensive  analysis  of 
approximately  50  cases  that  it  was  considering  filing  on  behalf 
of  former  members,  which  analysis  related  to  the  costs  of  such 
litigation  for  both  sides,  the  factual  issues  involved  in  the 
various  cases,  peripheral  issues  such  as  probate  matters,  media 
problems,  etc..  That  analysis  was  prepared  specifically  for 
these  settlement  negotiations.  The  analysis  was  subsequently 
stolen  from  our  offices  and  later  became  the  subject  of  an 
additional  bar  complaint  and  a  suit  brought  by  the  Church 
against  my  colleagues  and  I  in  the  Los  Angeles  District  Court, 
discussed  infra . 

14.  After  the  settlement  negotiations  failed,  and 
after  spending  several  weeks  in  Los  Angeles,  we  returned  to 
Boston  and  prepared  to  conduct  a  conference  in  May  1981,  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  with  several  lawyers  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  commencement  of  some  of  the  50  cases  included  in  the 
settlement  analysis.  Portions  of  the  settlement  analysis  were 
included  in  a  packet  of  information  given  to  the  lawyers  who 
attended  che  May  conference.  Those  documents  were  also  subse¬ 
quently  srolen  by  the  Church  of  Scientology  from  our  offices  or 
our  trash  dumpster.  At  the  conference,  attended  by  approxi¬ 
mately  eight  attorneys,  the  nature  of  Scientology  litigation  was 
explained,  fee  relationships  were  discussed  involving  the  tra- 
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ditional  contingent  fee  type  relationship  and  a  sharing  of  the 
fees  between  the  attorneys  based  upon  the  amount  of  work  done  on 
each  case.  Other  peripheral  issues  set  forth  above  in  the 
settlement  analysis  were  discussed.  This  meeting  was  infil¬ 
trated  by  an  agent  of  the  Church  posing  as  a  client.  Ford 
Schwartz,  on  behalf  of  the  Church.  (See  attached  Exhibit  15.) 
The  Church,  therefore,  was  aware  of  the  nature  of  the  meeting, 
what  was  discussed,  and  the  fee  relationships  that  existed 
between  the  clients  and  the  attorneys. 

15.  Between  May,  1981  and  July,  1981,  Kevin  Flynn, 
who  had  ceased  being  an  employee  of  mine  in  mid-1980  and  who  had 
commenced  working  as  an  independent  contractor,  submitted  a 
proposal  to  me  and  my  colleagues  whereby  Kevin  Flynn' s  cor¬ 
poration,  Flynn  Associates  Management  Corporation,  would  perform 
services  on  behalf  of  the  various  attorneys  as  a  researcher  and 
investigator  in  consideration  of  receiving  a  percentage  of  the 
funds  recovered  in  the  cases.  After  research  by  me  and  my 
colleagues,  the  proposal  was  rejected,  although  ethical  opinions 
of  several  states  indicated  that  such  a  proposal  was  not 
improper.  This  proposal  was  also  stolen  from  the  offices  of 
mine  and/or  the  trash  dumpster  in  the  private  office  compound. 

16.  During  the  summer  of  1981,  as  a  result  of  the  on¬ 
going  theft  of  documents  from  my  office  and  compound,  most  of 
which  constituted  attorney-client  communication  and/or  work- 
product,  the  Church  knew  that  I  and  counsel  from  various  other 
states  were  considering  the  commencement  of  various  actions  in 
New  York,  Washington,  and  Los  Angeles.  It  also  knew  that  Flynn 
Associates  Management  Corporation  played  no  role  in  connection 
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with  these  suits,  that  the  May  meeting  among  counsel  was  ethi¬ 
cally  proper,  and  that  I  was  still  seeking  to  resolve  the  cases 
without  litigation. 


17.  In  June,  1981,  Church  counsel  again  initiated 
settlement  discussions,  this  time  with  my  co-counsel  in  the 
Burden  case  in  Tampa,  which  resulted  in  a  series  of  correspon¬ 
dence  between  me  and  Church  counsel.  (See  attached  Exhibit 
16. )  In  fact,  the  Church  offered  1.6  million  dollars  to  resolve 
all  existing  and  impending  litigation,  and  I  accepted  their 
offer  on  behalf  of  the  various  clients  involved,  in  a  good  faith 
effort  to  resolve  the  entire  matter.  My  motivation  in  accepting 
this  settlement  offer  of  the  Church  on  behalf  of  my  clients 
involved  numerous  considerations  including:  a)  the  desire  of 
clients  and  counsel  to  end  the  torrent  of  legal  and  personal 
harassment;  b)  the  expense  and  time  consumption  inherent  in  the 
litigation  for  all  parties;  c)  the  promised  efforts  of  the 
Church  to  reform  and  discontinue  many  of  its  unlawful  practices; 
and,  d)  the  financial  remuneration  of  clients  and  counsel. 

18.  Between  approximately  April  and  June,  1981,  I  was 
contacted  by  the  City  of  Clearwater  to  prepare  a  report  relative 
to  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  the  tax-exempt  aspects  of  orga¬ 
nizations  such  as  the  Church.  Because  of  the  continued  theft  of 
materials  from  my  office,  the  Church  was  fully  aware  of  the  fact 
that  various  City  officals  had  contacted  me  during  that  period 
of  i_ime.  The  Church  therefore  knew,  through  the  acquisition  of 
illegally  obtained  information,  when  it  made  its  1.6  million 
dollar  offer  to  settle  all  Scientology-related  litigation 
matters,  chat  hundreds  of  individuals  had  contacted  our  office. 
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that  several  counsel  in  various  areas  of  the  U.S.  had  agreed  to 
undertake  litigation  on  behalf  of  injured  clients,  that  the  City 
of  Clearwater  was  commencing  an  investigation  into  the  Church, 
that  it  had  been  engaged  in  a  two-year  campaign  of  legal  and 
personal  harassment  against  me  and  my  office,  that  it  had  been 
engaged  in  at  least  a  ten-year  pattern  of  burglary,  larceny, 
obstruction  of  justice,  etc.,  of  which  its  highest  leaders  had 
been  convicted,  and  that  there  were  thousands  of  people  across 
the  United  States  who  were  seeking  refunds  from  the  Church. 
Because  of  the  close  monitoring  and  surveillance  of  my  office, 
the  Church  also  knew  that  my  colleagues  and  I  were  willing  to 
resolve  the  litigation  primarily  because  of  our  desire  to  termi¬ 
nate  the  persistent  harassment  of  us  and  our  clients.  At  this 
point  in  connection  with  the  litigation,  I  had  personally 
expended  in  excess  of  $200,000.00. 

19.  Upon  information  and  belief  provided  by  recently 
defected  members  of  the  Church,  in  the  summer  of  1981,  when  all 
of  these  matters  were  occurring,  an  internal  power  struggle  took 
place  within  the  Church  resulting  in  the  purge  of  several 
highly-placed  members  and  the  resulting  take-over  of  the  Church 
by  several  young  members  of  the  "Commodore's  Messenger  Org, "  who 
had  served  personally  for  L.  Ron  Hubbard  throughout  their  teen¬ 
age  years,  who  were  then  approximately  21  or  22  years  of  age, 
and  who  were  fanatical  adherents  of  Hubbard.  These  individuals 
who  took  over  the  Church  adopted  a  plan  in  the  summer  of  1981  to 
conduct  an  all-out  campaign  against  me  and  my  clients  pursuant 
to  the  "technology"  of  the  Church  doctrine,  to  wit,  the  Fair 
Game  Doctrine,  to  destroy  me  and  all  opposition  to  the  Church. 
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Upon  information  and  belief,  the  foregoing  involved  a  highly 
secretive  written  plan  adopted  by  the  highest  members  of  the 
Church  tc  revoke  the  offer  of  settlement,  revert  to  "Hubbard 
technology, "  and  to  attack  and  destroy  me  pursuant  to  the 
following  Hubbard  policies: 

Don't  ever  defend.  Always  attack.  Find  or 
manufacture  enough  threat  against  them  to 
sue  for  peace.  Originate  a  black  PR  cam¬ 
paign  to  destroy  the  person's  repute  and  to 
discredit  them  so  thoroughly  they  will  be 
ostracized.  Be  very  alert  to  sue  for 
slander  at  the  slightest  chance  so  as  to 
discourage  the  public  presses  from  mention¬ 
ing  Scientology.  The  purpose  of  this  suit 
is  to  harass  and  discourage  rather  than  to 
win. 

(Level  O  Checksheet  attached  as  Exhibit  17.) 

Pursuant  to  this  plan,  the  Church  then  embarked  on  a 
campaign  beginning  in  August,  1981,  and  continuing  up  to  the 
present  date,  to  "attack",  "sue",  and  "destroy"  me.  This  cam¬ 
paign  has  included  the  following: 

a.  In  August,  1981,  the  Church,  through  its  counsel, 
Harvey  Silverglate,  filed  a  bar  complaint  against 
me  and  my  colleagues  attaching  numerous  documents 
that  had  been  stolen  from  my  office  and  compound. 
The  thrust  of  this  complaint  was  that  I  was 
unlawfully  selling  shares  of  Flynn  Associates 
Management  Corporation  to  finance  prospective 
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lawsuits  against  the  Church.  Although  the  Church 
knew  that  this  allegation  was  false,  the  Church 
and  its  counsel  wove  together  the  settlement 
analysis  prepared  in  January,  1981,  the  materials 
assembled  for  the  May  conference,  and  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  Kevin  Flynn,  then  attempted  to  create  a 
false  and  deceptive  impression  with  the  Board  of 
Bar  Overseers  and  subsequently  in  the  courts.  The 
Church  knew  at  the  time  of  this  bar  complaint 
that  the  allegations  of  its  counsel,  Silverglate, 
were  false,  because  it  had  agents  who  had 
attended  the  May  conference,  it  had  stolen  the 
settlement  analysis  at  the  time  it  was  prepared 
in  January,  1981,  and  the  Church  had  stolen  the 
Kevin  Flynn  proposal  when  it  had  been  prepared 
and  rejected  in  June,  1981. 

In  addition  to  this  bar  complaint,  the  Church  and 
its  counsel  then  proceeded  to  file  an  additional 
three  bar  complaints  against  myself  and  my 
colleagues,  including,  inter  alia,  the  allegation 
that  I  improperly  attempted  to  avoid  service  of 
process  by  one  of  the  many  process  servers  in 
connection  with  suits  and  depositions  that  the 
Church  was  attempting  to  initiate  against  our 
office.  These  bar  complaints  were  filed  through¬ 
out  the  period  from  August  to  December,  1981. 
Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  complaints,  I  have 
received  a  letter  from  the  Board  stating  that  it 
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does  not  consider  that  I  have  any  "Complaints" 
presently  against  me.  (See  Exhibit  18.) 

c.  At  the  same  time  that  the  bar  complaints  were 
being  filed,  the  Church  was  engaged  in  operations 
to  steal  documents  from  the  trash  of  at  least  one 
of  the  members  of  the  Board  of  Bar  Overseers. 

(See  affidavit  of  Warren  Friske  attached  as 
Exhibit  3 . ) 

d.  In  August,  1981,  the  Church  commenced  an  action 
in  the  Los  Angeles  Federal  District  Court  through 
one  of  its  members,  Steven  Miller,  against  me,  my 
brother,  Kevin,  a  medical  doctor,  and  several 
others,  on  the  theory  that  the  defendants  had 
"deprogrammed"  Miller  and  violated  his  civil 
rights.  At  the  time  of  the  filing  of  the  suit,  I 
had  never  heard  of  Steven  Miller  and  had  never 
had  any  contact  with  him  before.  The  attorneys' 
fees  in  connection  with  the  defense  of  that  case, 
upon  information  and  belief,  are  currently  in 
excess  of  $200,000.00,  which  have  been  paid  by 
the  parents  of  Steven  Miller,  I  have  also  sus¬ 
tained  attorneys'  fees  and  expenses  in  connection 
with  the  defense  of  that  case  and  other  liti¬ 
gation  initiated  by  the  Church  of  Scientology. 

5.  In  August,  1981,  the  Church  commenced  an  action 
in  the  Boston  Federal  District  Court  through  its 
members,  Ellen  and  Chris  Garrison,  on  the  same 
theory  of  deprogramming.  This  suit  was  brought 
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against  Kevin  Flynn  and  Paulette  Cooper  after 
specific  planning  and  meetings  were  held  by  the 
Church  to  bring  this  suit  against  these  indivi¬ 
duals  for  the  purpose  of  harassing  them  and  my 
office.  (See  Affidavit  of  Warren  Friske  attached 
as  Exhibit  3 . ) 

f.  During  the  same  period  of  time,  and  in  the 
ensuing  months,  the  Church  filed  motions  to  dis- 
CRslify  roe  in  the  cases  of  Garrity,  et  al.  v.  The 
Church  of  Scientology,  Los  Angeles  Federal 
District  Court,  Burden  v.  Church  of  Scientology, 
District  Court  in  Tampa,  and  in  the  Van  Schaick 
case.  These  Motions  for  Disqualification  were 
all  part  of  the  plan  to  personally  and  legally 
harass  me  and  my  colleagues. 

g.  Between  August,  1981  and  December,  1981,  the 
Church  literally  swamped  the  court  dockets  in 
every  case  that  it  was  involved  in,  including 
both  those  it  had  initiated  and  those  that  had 
been  brought  by  claimants,  with  hundreds  of 
pleadings,  motions,  discovery  requests,  etc.  An 
examination  of  the  dockets  in  almost  any  of  the 
pending  cases  will  illustrate  the  intense  cam¬ 
paign  of  legal  harassment  specifically  adopted  by 
the  Church  during  this  period  of  time  to  destroy 
me,  my  office,  and  my  clients. 

t.  My  office  utilized  a  long  distance  telephone  code 
which  unauthorized  individuals,  allegedly  the 
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Church,  intercepted  and  thereafter  used  to  charge 
in  excess  of  $1,000.00  in  telephone  calls  to  our 
code.  In  a  similar  "operation,"  it  has  been 
alleged  that  the  Church  intercepted  the  code  of  a 
third  party  in  California  and  made  telephone 
calls  to  our  clients  charging  the  calls  to  the 
third  party's  code.  All  of  these  matters  and 
many  others  have  been  turned  over  to  the  F.B.I. 
i .  After  we  spent  in  excess  of  one  hundred  hours 

defending  the  Motions  to  Disqualify  filed  in  the 
Garrity,  Van  Schaick,  and  Burden  cases,  the 
Church  dropped  these  Motions  and  instead  under¬ 
took  a  new  round  of  lawsuits  against  my  office. 
The  Church  commenced  an  abuse  of  process  action 
in  the  Los  Angeles  Federal  District  Court  in 
connection  with  the  Garrity,  et  al.  case  and  also 
brought  another  civil  rights  action  against  me 
and  the  City  of  Clearwater  in  the  Tampa  Federal 
District  Court. 

20.  The  Church  timed  commencement  of  the  abuse  of 
process  action  in  the  Los  Angeles  Federal  District  Court  to 
coincide  with  certain  hearings  being  conducted  by  the  City  of 
Clearwater  involving  the  Church  of  Scientology  in  which  our 
office  was  involved.  In  connection  with  these  hearings,  the 
Church  adopted  a  specific  operation  to  harass  me  as  follows: 

In  the  second  week  in  March,  1982,  the 
Clearwater  hearings  were  scheduled  to  begin 
on  April  21,  1982.  On  March  25,  Church 
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counsel  in  the  case  of  Cazares  v.  Church  of 
Scientology,  Circuit  Court  in  Daytona,  sent 
a  letter  to  me  scheduling  my  deposition  for 
April  23,  1982  in  Tampa  during  the  middle  of 
the  hearings.  Although  the  hearings  were 
subsequently  continued  until  May  5,  1982,  on 
April  19,  1982,  while  appearing  in  the 
Burden  case  in  Tampa,  I  was  served  with  a 
deposition  subpoena.  I  filed  a  Verified 
Motion  to  Quash  the  Subpoena  stating  that 
the  demands  of  my  law  practice  prevented  me 
from  remaining  in  Florida  throughout  the 
"time"  required  for  the  deposition,  2:00 
p.m.  on  Friday,  April  23,  to  continue  from 
day-to-day  over  the  week-end  and  the  follow¬ 
ing  Monday,  as  required  by  the  deposition 
subpoena.  I  sent  a  letter  on  two  occasions 
to  Church  counsel  indicating  that  I  could 
not  appear  for  the  deposition,  that  I  had  no 
personal  knowledge  of  the  subject  matter  of 
the  case  in  which  the  deposition  was  to  be 
taken,  but  that  I  would  be  willing  to 
schedule  another  date  when  I  would 
volunarily  appear.  Subsequently,  after  the 
Church  learned  that  the  hearings  would  be 
continued  to  May  5,  1982,  it  issued  a  second 
subpoena,  from  the  Los  Angeles  Federal  Court 
in  the  case  of  Church  of  Scientology  v. 
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E*.  B .  I .  I  had  no  personal  knowledge  relevant 
to  this  case  but  the  Church  sought  to  take 
my  deposition,  again  during  the  middle  of 
the  hearings.  I  communicated  to  counsel  in 
that  case  that  I  would  be  unable  to  appear 
on  that  date.  Subsequently,  during  the 
middle  of  the  Clearwater  hearings,  the 
Church  filed  motions  to  hold  me  in  contempt 
in  the  Los  Angeles  Federal  District  Court 
and  in  the  Daytona  Circuit  Court  because  of 
my  failure  to  appear  at  the  depositions.  In 
connection  with  the  Daytona  contempt  pro¬ 
ceeding,  I  informed  the  Court  of  the  fore¬ 
going,  informed  the  Court  that  under  Florida 
law  I  was  immune  from  service  in  Florida, 
under  the  Florida  Rules  of  Civil  Procedure 
my  deposition  had  to  be  taken  in 
Massachusetts,  but  that  I  was  still  willing 
to  appear  without  need  of  going  forward  with 
the  contempt  matter.  Notwithstanding  the 
foregoing,  and  after  the  Church  counsel 
specifically  misrepresented  the  facts,  with¬ 
out  a  trial,  without  any  witnesses  being 
called  at  the  contempt  matter,  and  without 
complying  with  Florida  rules  with  regard  to 
"indirect  criminal  contempts,"  Church 
counsel  procured  a  contempt  finding  against 
me  from  the  Court.  The  matter  was  appealed 
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and  the  appellate  court  reversed  and  vacated 
the  finding  of  contempt  by  the  trial 
court.  The  trial  court  judge  has  since  left 
the  bench  after  being  implicated  in  an 
unrelated  bribery  scheme. 

21.  In  the  face  of  this  harassment  and  abuse,  the 
intention  of  our  office  throughout  the  subject  litigation  has 
been  to  obtain  redress  on  behalf  of  our  clients  for  alleged 
fraud  in  the  taking  of  their  money  and  labor  and  for  outrageous 
conduct  in  blocking  their  access  to  judicial  relief.  We  submit 
that  the  Church  of  Scientology  operates  based  on  policies  such 
as  "Fair  Game"  and  "Attack  the  Attacker"  because  it  must  use 
such  means  to  perpetuate  its  fraudulent  sales  and  recruitment 
practices.  These  operating  policies  of  the  Church  carry  over  to 
its  activities  and  conduct  in  dealing  with  the  judicial  system 
and  attorneys,  such  as  ourselves  who  represent  clients  against 
the  Church.  We  are  among  many  attorneys  and  judges  who  have 
been  attacked  by  the  Church  through  motions  for  disqualifi¬ 
cation,  lawsuits,  bar  complaints,  and  personal  harassment.  The 
Assistant  U.S.  Attorney  in  the  Washington  criminal  cases, 
several  federal  judges,  and  the  attorney  for  the  F.D.A.  are  such 
examples.  (See  attached  Exhibit  19.)  While  utilizing  the 
operational  policies  such  as  Fair  Game,  the  Church  presents  a 
religious  front  to  the  Court  in  order  to  frustrate  legitimate 
claims  for  tortious  injury  and  to  create  the  appearance  of  a 
personal  conflict  amongst  the  lawyers  in  the  swamping  of  the 
dockets  with  every  conceivable  filing.  Abuse  of  the  legal 
system  is  reflected  by  the  massive  litgation  instituted  by 
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Scientology  in  courts  throughout  the  United  States.  (See  Lexis 
scan  attached  as  Exhibit  20.) 

22.  My  colleagues  and  I  have  never  before  been  sub¬ 
jected  to  the  legal  harassment  which  has  occurred  in  the  subject 
litigation.  Our  background  is  not  one  of  using  the  judicial 
system  abusively  or  without  just  cause.  I  was  ranked  first  in 
my  class  in  law  school,  served  as  Editor-in-Chief  of  the  Law 
Review,  served  as  a  law  clerk  to  a  Justice  of  the  Massachusetts 
Supreme  Judicial  Court,  have  been  married  for  16  years  with  3 
children,  and  I  have  always  endeavored  to  practice  law  with 
discretion,  professional  restraint  and  within  the  bounds  of  the 
canons  of  ethics.  In  contrast,  the  highest  officials  of  the 
Church  have  served  time  in  Federal  Prison,  there  are  literally 
thousands  of  individuals  and  families  seeking  legal  redress,  and 
the  fraudulent,  tortious,  and  often  times  criminal  activities 
and  policies  of  the  Church  are  becoming  increasingly  evident. 
These  victims  have  come  to  us  in  the  hundreds,  often  with  sub¬ 
stantial  financial  claims  and  evidence  of  overt  physical  and 
mental  abuse.  As  a  result  of  my  assistance  to  these  people,  I 
have  been  "declared"  an  "enemy"  by  the  Church  and  appear  on  its 
"enemies  list."  (See  Exhibit  21  attached.) 

23.  It  has  always  been  the  policy  of  my  office  to 
resolve  claims  against  the  Church  of  Scientology  without  liti- 
gaton.  The  efforts  at  settlement  between  January  and  July,  1981 
were  such  an  example.  The  Church  is  now  using  those  confidental 
settlement  negoitations  to  further  attack  me,  although  the 
Church  insisted  in  writing  on  their  confidentiality,  and 
accepted,  but  later  reneged  upon,  the  settlement. 
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24.  It  is  the  intent  of  my  office  and  clients  to 
obtain  legal  redress  for  legitimate  claims  in  the  context  of 
substantial  supporting  evidence.  It  is  not  my  intent  to  use  the 
judicial  process  to  harass  the  Church.  The  fact  that  the  Church 
has  a  written  policy  mandating  such  judicial  abuse,  together 
with  a  2C-year  history  of  employing  it,  is  evidence  of  the  fact 
that  the  Church,  not  myself  or  my  clients,  is  intent  upon 
creating  a  distorted  and  false  perception  of  the  nature  and 
purposes  of  each  of  the  Scientology  related  cases. 

25.  I  am  not  collaborating  with  forces  who  are  trying 
to  destroy  freedom  of  religion  and  churches  in  America. 

26.  I  am  not  collaborating  with  anyone  using  brutal 
"deprogramming"  and  "depersonalizing"  techniques.  I  have  never 
deprogrammed  or  depersonalized  anyone. 

27.  I  have  exercised  my  First  Amendment  rights  to 
speak  out  and  oppose  an  organization  whose  top  leaders  have  gone 
to  prison.  However,  I  have  never  sought  to  manipulate  the  media 
or  use  libel,  forgery,  or  other  improper  means  in  connection 
with  any  of  the  litigation. 

28.  I  have  made  no  fraudulent  representations  of  any 
nature  or  description  but  have  merely  sought  to  expose  the  mis¬ 
representations  made  by  the  Church  of  Scientology. 

29.  Dr.  John  Clark  has  never  been  part  of  any 
operations  of  FAMCO  of  any  nature  or  description,  nor  has  Kevin 
Flynn  through  FAMCO  or  otherwise,  attempted  to  involuntarily 
kidnap  or  brutalize  anyone. 

30.  The  charge  that  I  have  solicited  an  individual 
named  "Jim  Gray"  to  enlist  him  to  sell  shares  in  FAMCO  is 
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totally  false.  Gray  was  never  offered  any  position,  no  shares 
were  ever  offered  to  him,  and  I  have  no  idea  why  he  would  make 
such  allegations  in  a  so-called  "sworn  affidavit." 

31.  The  charge  that  I  have  solicited  clients  in 
connection  with  the  Church  of  Scientology  is  absurd.  Indeed, 
the  reverse  is  true.  There  are  thousands  of  Scientologists 
throughout  the  United  States  seeking  to  obtain  legal  counsel  to 
obtain  redress  against  the  Church.  The  problem  is  that  it  is 
very  difficult  to  get  lawyers  to  take  on  such  cases.  I  have 
been  unfortunately  refusing  clients,  not  soliciting  them. 
Although  my  law  firm  has  endeavored  to  help  all  of  these  people, 
and  has  never  solicited  any  of  them,  we  are,  in  fact,  incapable 
of  representing  the  thousands  of  people  who  desperately  need 
representation . 

32.  The  Church  of  Scientology  claims  that  I  "resorted 
to  the  use  of  force  and  coercion  in  the  form  of 

psychiatric ...  not  unlike  the  insidious,  painful  brainwashing 
techniques  on  American  servicemen  by  Chinese  Communists  during 
the  Korean  War."  First  of  all,  I  have  never  advocated  nor  would 
I  ever  participate  in  any  such  activity.  Second,  "brainwashing" 
is  a  technique  used  and  taught  by  the  Church  in  its  G.O.  intel¬ 
ligence  courses.  (Exhibit  22.)  Third,  as  explained  above,  I 
never  met  nor  even  heard  of  Steven  Miller  prior  to  his  filing  a 
Church  sponsored  lawsuit  against  me  which  has  since  been  dis¬ 
missed  . 

33.  The  probate  case  relating  to  Ronald  DeWolf  and 
the  "missing  person  status"  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard  was  brought  for 
the  simple  reason  that  L.  Ron  Hubbard's  own  attorney,  Alan 
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Goldfarb,  stated  that  L.  Ron  Hubbard  was  missing,  and  that  he 
could  not  appear  in  one  of  the  many  suits  that  had  been  brought 
against  him  because  no  one  knew  where  he  was  and  no  one  from  the 
Church  of  Scientology  had  communicated  with  him  since  February 
1980.  It  was  the  conduct  of  Hubbard's  own  lawyers  and  the  group 
that  now  run  the  RTC  (Religious  Technology  Center)  and  the 
failure  of  Hubbard  to  appear  and  defend  himself  in  Court  or  even 
to  appear  and  defend  or  assist  his  wife  for  that  matter,  which 
resulted  in  the  probate  case  being  brought.  It  was  only  after 
Hubbard  filed  a  legal  declaration,  the  day  before  a  trustee  was 
to  be  appointed  in  the  probate  case,  that  the  Court  held  that  L. 
Ron  Hubbard  was  not  a  missing  person. 

34.  The  finding  of  contempt  against  me  was  one  of  the 
numerous  legal  proceedings  brought  against  me  at  the  same 

time.  The  Church  of  Scientology  fails  to  state  that  I  did  not 
even  appear  and  defend  the  contempt  proceeding  because  of  the 
onslaught  of  other  harassment  brought  against  me  by  the  Church, 
and,  later  when  I  moved  to  vacate  the  order,  the  judge  stated 
that  no  bad  faith  or  misconduct  was  involved,  but  merely  a  tech¬ 
nical  violation  of  one  of  the  court  orders  regarding  disclosure 
of  information  about  Hubbard. 

35.  The  allegations  contained  in  Paulette  Cooper's 
affidavit  are  perhaps  the  most  absurd  portion  of  the  Church  of 

4 snt o 1 ogy  s  charges.  Since  I  was  Ms.  Cooper' s  attorney,  I 
feel  ethically  bound  to  hold  inviolate  the  communications  we  had 
regarding  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  other  than  to  say  that  Ms.  Cooper's 
declaration  is  totally  false.  The  accompanying  declaration  of 
Joseph  Flanagan  explains  how  Ms.  Cooper  came  to  testify  for  CSC. 
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36.  The  idea  that  Kevin  Flynn,  Thomas  Hoffman,  or  I, 
or  anyone  associated  with  us,  had  anything  to  do  with  the  for¬ 
gery  of  one  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard's  checks,  is  simply  too  fanciful 
to  warrant  extensive  discussion.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  I 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  public  and  the  courts  the  fact 
that  one  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard's  checks,  in  the  possession  of  indi¬ 
viduals  controlling  the  RTC,  was  forged  and  an  attempt  to  pass 
it  was  made  at  the  time  in  May-June,  1982  when  Hubbard  wrote  a 
will  and  in  the  will  turned  over  control  of  Scientology  to  the 
RTC.  It  was  at  the  same  time  that  the  RTC  began  to  assert  total 
dictatorial  control  throughout  the  Church  of  Scientology.  Any 
intelligent  observer  can  put  two  and  two  together  to  conclude 
that  I  would  not  participate  in  the  forgery  of  a  two-million 
dollar  check  and  then  do  everything  in  my  power  to  investigate 

i  t . 

37.  Recently,  I  received  a  letter  and  telegram  from 
Mr.  Tamimi,  whose  sworn  declaration  was  procured  by  Eugene 
Ingram,  an  investigator  employed  by  Church  of  Scientology,  who 
has  been  removed  from  the  L.  A.  Police  Force  for  his  purported 
involvement  in  assisting  narcotic  dealers,  pimping,  and  other 
criminal  activities.  In  the  note  and  telegram  Tamini  states 
that  the  declaration  procured  by  Ingram  is  false  and  that  he  is 
now  prepared  to  tell  the  truth.  Tamini ' s  declaration,  attached 
to  Peterson's  declaration,  should  be  viewed  with  great  scepti¬ 
cism  in  light  of  Tamini ' s  letter  and  telegram.  (A  copy  of  this 
letter  and  telegram  is  attached  as  Exhibit  23. )  This  letter  has 
/// 

/// 
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been  turned  over  to  law  enforcement  authorities  to  permit  fur¬ 
ther  investigation.  This  letter  was  the  first  communication  of 
any  type  which  I  have  ever  had  with  Mr.  Tamini . 

Signed  under  the  pains  and  penalties  of  perjury 
this  _  day  of  July  _ ,  1985  in  Boston,  Massachusetts. 


MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN 


PLD/JAT15 
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*  .  fourth  'floor 

U  <  Joulh  Market  iAuildituj 
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Assistant  Guardian 
Guardian's  Office 
Church  of  Scientology 
c/o  FLAG 
P.O.  Box  23751 
Tampa,  Florida  33623 

Re :  La  Venda  Schaick/Platt/Dukof f 

Gentlemen : 

• 

Please  be  advised  that  I  represent  the  above  named 
La  Venda  Van  Schaick  whose  previously  married  name  was 
Platt  and  whose  maiden  name  was  Dukoff. 

Mrs.  Van  Schaick  has  been  involved  with  the  "organi¬ 
zation"  known  as  the  Church  of  Scientology  both  as  a  staff 
member  and  as  a  public  person  for  the  last  ten  years. 

During  this  period  she  was  engaged  in  courses  given 
by  the  organization  for  which  she  paid  the  total  amount  of 
$12,896.75.  This  was  required  by  the  organization  for 
courses,  books  and  auditing  for  which  Mrs.  Van  Schaick  Has 
receipts . 

At  various  times,  the  organization  had  confiscated  some 
of  these  materials  for  which  Mrs.  Van  Schaick  had  paid.  Mrs 
Van  Schaick' s  mother  and  father,  who  are  a  psychologist  and 
a  retired  Protestant  Minister,  along  with  her  husband  who  is 
a  State  Law  Enforcement  Officer,  have  been  witness  to  some 
of  Mrs.  Van  Schaick’ s  activities  within  the  organization. 

Funds  paid  by  Mrs.  Van  Schaick  were  sent  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations:  Church  of  Scientology,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada; 
Mission  of  the  Meadows,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada;  FLAG,  Clearwater, 
Florida;  and  A.S.H.O.,  Los  Angeles,  California. 


Mirii  ai:i.  I  I-  i.v  N  N 

C ‘nr  ram  ml  hall  llm  l’i  Ijilai  < 
f’Aoslim  l/i  /  ■-  u  laj'ti  Its* 

July  17,  1979 


'  felfpho 
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'days^75-"  “  ^ 

or  if  I  do  not  receive  „  £rom  recalPt  of  this  letter, 
that  period  of  time  I  will  rLm^"1  yOUf  or9anization  within 
United  states  DtstrlcJ  Court ^^”0"“.  -  the 

and  that  releases  can ^e^xchanaed  b*t  ^  amicabll'  resolved 
out  the  recourse  to  £  iL  sSit?9  bet"aen  the  parties  with- 

I  will  await  your  reply. 


Sincerely , 

?KJU] 


Michael  J.  Flynn 
1/ 


MJF/laf 
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finance  U;h  ices 

o|"  ••»ciojitolo/‘‘v  of  J.uli 
j  .0.  box  a  57  hi 

f'J  or i. on  * 

Michael  J.  Flym. 

One  Fancui  1  Skill  ...  arke bnlnc;: 

Boston,  f.asnachuae Is'  0,.  I  > 

luges  t  14  f  197v 


Dear  Lr.  Fly, an, 

I  an  responding  t.,  y.,, 
the  Assistant  Guardian,  us 
this  type  of  roc ?es t , 


ieiuer  da  Led  July  17th  to 
is  ray  rosno-.s ibi li tv  to  handle 


V.1  e  have  I  -a  '/  e  ;a  i  a  •  >  c  h  .• ;  i  c 
in  our  records.  I-'  :,'ebr  or1 
a  course  for  A*7‘  .00,  the  h 
and  also  receive.;  ur>  uo  1  ) 
paid  in  by  La  Verna  was  r--P:  . 
and  pack;'  for  course  vaiui- 


■:/ -l.at L/..  .kcd'f  as- .La  VenJ.n  Dukoff 
o  1V77 ,  she  ,"•)  i  d  for  and  received 
oo-'rc  Sxuc  ct :  ve  .'ec  vet  ary  Course, 

.  in  course  materiels.  Total 
•  *  "*nd  she  also  received  service  • 
t:  at  a  :.our,;.. 


Upon  enrol  I  i . c ~  j.;.  course, 
agrees  to  a.jiuo  by  the  no  licit*.' 


Church  ;iiC:iioer 
of  uiie  Chu  'ch. 


enrolls, 


and 


deturn  ot  used  do.'s.t  •  a:;,  v.'lr.-ca  is  a  refund,  is  oromptly 
repaid  to  any  uissati.-rf iea  kunont,  il'  ra-  -ested  within  a 
three  month  time  period  fro-;,  the  or;.]  of  the  last  service 
.rendered.  La  /ends  did  receive  her  service  in  l Q77  and  as 
you  can  see,  it  •*  r;  been  ..;U  ov  r  two  ;;vss, 

So,  uc  yo  cm  '  ec,  the  c  ? •• « i m  uy  T.*«  V <*n;3n  does  not 
conform  vvitn  rc  ’  policy.  J.!'  ye  ;  have  any  further  ouestions 

regard  in <  •  tiio  auove  muties,  .  r*  ■.-*•.'• :  m.  ••  further  information, 
please  do  let  me  know. 


Thank  you. 
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w"‘lAfiU  states  district  court 

FOR  TR"E 

DISTRICT  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 


da  vend a  van 

Sx-nA. 

Plaintiffs 


v. 


SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
CALIFORNIA,  et  al , 

Defendants 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


CIVIL  ACTION 
NO.  79-2491-G 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  WARREN  h.  friske 

Z'  t'arren  H-  Fris*e'  »«eby  depose  end  state 

*"  Ull0"'S  “e  Pain*  «d  penalties  cf  pc.—r- 

1  have  personal  *nowied9e  of  the  facts  set 

CoT  in  tMS  “ffidavit  “d  lf  callea  “P°n  to  testify  in 
could  do  SO  of  my  own  personal  knowledge. 

2-  I  am  years  old  „d  reside  in  Ly 

chusetts. 
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3.  Between  the  years  1972  and  1982,  I  was  a 
meat>er  of  the  Church  of  Scientology  of  Boston,  ("Boston"). 

Tn  1Q7*#  T  by  Deae  Finn  to  join  the  Guardian's 

Office,  (-G.0.-),  which  I  joined  after  the  P.B.I.  raid  in 
July,  19 77.  i  became  the  Branch  2  Director  and  the  Director 
of  t)je  Combat  Information  Center,  ("C.I.C."),  both  of  which 
are  in  the  G.O.  My  duties  as  Branch  2  Director  primarily 
related  to  internal  security,  and  my  duties  as  C.I.C. 

Director  primarily  related  to  maintaining  G.O.  files. 

4.  While  working  in  the  G.O.,  I  was  involved 
in  numerous  intelligence  gathering  operations  and  programs 
against  Attorney  Michael  J.  Flynn,  LaVenda  Van  Schaick, 

Larry  Stifler,  Janet  Troy,  Marjorie  Hansen,  the  Lebowit2 

,  uu.d  . — feme  of  •++*■*•*  r*->- -.+<{«««  - 

and  programs  are  outlined  in  this  affidavit,  but  this  affi¬ 
davit  is  not  inclusive  of  all  operations  and  programs  that 
I  was  involved  in  while  I  was  in  the  G.O.,  because  such 
operations  and  programs  are  too  extensive  and  comprehensive 
to  include  in  this  affidavit. 

5.  In  general,  all  members  of  the  Boards  of 
Directors  of  all  corporations,  including  Boston,  are  re¬ 
quired  to  sign  undated  resignations  in  advance  of  their 
appointment  as  a  director.  For  example,  in  Boston  the  G.O. 
prepared  a  "parallel  corporation",  of  which  I  served  as 
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) 


6 ,C>f  tiie  d^rector»  for  which  I  was  required  to  sign 

undated  resignation  in  advance.  The  purpose  of  this 

h-v«  it  available  to  trancfsr  all  of 
the  assets  of  Boston  in  the  event  that  the  assets  became 
reachable  through  legal  process. 

6*  1  8aw  numerous  files  in  the  C.O.  pertaining 

to  intelligence  reports  on  Paulette  Cooper.  I  saw  some 
files  relating  back  to  the  period  in  the  mid  1970 *s  in¬ 
volving  Paulette  Cooper  which  files  contain  documents  re¬ 
lating  to  the  burglary  of  the  office  of  Dr.  Stanley  Cath, 
Paulette  Cooper’s  psychiatrist,  and  in  connection  with 
operations  against  Cooper.  In  October,  1977,  the  C.O. 
destroyed,  under  the  direction  of  a  D.S.  G.O.  Mission, 
hundreds  OT  sensitive  documents  relating  to  cuopet 
operations  against  her.  Right  up  to  the  time  I  left  the 
G*0.,  in  March,  1982,  there  were  regular  intelligence 
reports  involving  Paulette  Cooper.  Prom  March,  1981  to 
January,  1982,  there  were  communications,  on  almost  a 
weekly  basis,  on  the  telex  line  between  the  U.S.  G.O.  in 
California  and  Boston  pertaining  to  Cooper.  For  example, 
it  was  customarily  discussed  as  routine  G.O.  policy  that 
the  appropriate  method  of  dealing  with  Cooper  was  to  con¬ 
stantly  pressure  her  and  harass  her  through  various  means, 
including  the  bringing  of  frivolous  lawsuits.  In  1981, 
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^Tln  in  connection  with  *n  »*. 

ttM^tea  depiroQir«™n-  _  ^  411  at* 

.*  riU9rai«unn  o£  2il®r*  •  -• 

C‘— *  Parents,  the  L#bowUi  *  =ll« 

U«  8ttl,etl  *ve»  though  the  G.O. 

Of  198!  -  ,  Jlnj  °f  th«  In  the  suroer 

to  do  with  the  G»J-  (  *V  ”  ,lynn  had  nothing 

th.  purpose.  1  “•  «•«.  dictated 

ffoale  of  the  suit,  the  tlm* 

P««ie.  to  the  <dt  „  ^"5  °f  **>•  •<**. 

Ing  of  the  suit  Th  T  C°ntrcUe‘3  *U  °f  tt*  financ- 

Plynn  to  haras.  '  “*  br°U9ht  *«•*««  —  an, 

had  no  personal  i  ^  ta~  they 

Involvement  in  the  deprogramming. 

7 ‘  ne  fore?olng  Garrison  suit  was  »i.„  k 

against  Kevin  - — -  1  brou9ht 

Plynn'  pursuant  to  a  very  specie 
This  operation  <  ,  **  P^cific  oper ation. 

—n ;  t  :;rd  r1-  —  —  -  «*. 

J-  «ynn.  for  th.  os^iT"  *“”"**  *iCh“1 

*bOUt  «“  «urch  of  Soiento^lT^  lnf0n“ti0n 
directed,  by  the  G  o  Garri.on,  were 

Purpose  of  talhin  t'  ^  ”  *°  “*  ^  **  the 

about  the  d  KeVl"  “d  °bt4lni"3  'tatementa 

.........  nr:;  ~  “  -  -  - 

-™~  ""  *•  “  “• 

la9ed  deprogrammers  Joe  rl  "  ‘  °"e  °f  0,8  “ 1 ' 

-  oe  Flanagan,  had  told  the  Garrisons 
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tiU  “  PiUl6tt*  COOPer  °r  KeVln  "ynn  «  *** 

“  *«•*  the  Church  of  Scientology. 

"  St  ti’a  tine  thlt  “•  Garrisons  wont  to 
y-  office,  that  Kevin  Flynn  and  Cooper  were  not  Involved 
...t  deprograasning,  hut  it  was  the  intent  of  the  c.o,  to 

„  “P  ^  *“  «>“*>■«  Oi  pressuring  then  end 

harassing  then. 

the  th  *'  0peratl°nS  *UCh  “  «>•  ^regoing  n„d  ».t  of 

7  0Peritl0n-  "*  ***  ln  “•  —it:  a.  well 

Of  T*  0I>er*tl0n,  that  1  *“  lnvol^  1".  While  .  member 

G  o  ^  a11  PUr8Uant  t0  written  Policy  of  the 

•  n  e  Course  Peck  containing  "ops  G.O.*.  The  purpose 

- - “»  Policies  is  to  determine  the  -position  of  power- 

rom  which  an  opponent  of  the  Church  opiates, 'ana  or  to 

eteraine  what  an  opponent  of  the  Church  -seeks  to  protect-. 

J connection  with  these  and  other  considerations,  programs 

operation,  are  formulated  to  -attack-  both  the  position 

'  P°Wer  and  the  areaS  that  411  opponent  seeks  to  protect. 
or example,  in  connection  with  Michael  Flynn,  the  G.o.  con- 

“  almost  daily  operations  against  him,  for  a  period  of 
‘  2%  «»*  became  involved  in  litigation 

jr  “*  ChUrCh  °f  SClentol°^-  *»  connection  with  some 
ore  operations,  hundreds  of  telephone  calls  were  made 

“  “any  Pe°Ple  inTOlvi"9  Attorney  Flynn,  some  of  which  were 
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i  Of  an  investigatory  nature,  and  many  of  which  were  to  dis¬ 

credit  and  harass  him.  Some  of  the  phone  calls  included 
to  Phyllis  Seq ueire.-  «ne  of  Attorney  Flynn's  old 
clients  and  friends,  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting  to  her 
Attorney  Flynn  had  withheld  money  from  her,  in  con- 
nec^on  with  some  of  the  cases  that  he  was  involved  in  on 
her  behalf.  Although  there  was  no  evidence  to  support  this 
statement,  the  idea  was  to  separate  Attorney  Flynn  from 
this  particular  client,  as  well  as  to  attempt  to  have  her 
begin  an  investigation  of  Attorney  Flynn  and  perhaps  report 
him  to  the  Board  of  Bar  Overseers.  Another  call  was  made 
to  Philip  Chesley,  one  of  Attorney  Flynn's  friends  and  in¬ 
surance  agent,  suggesting  to  him  that  Attorney  Flynn  had 
murdered  the  husband  of  one  of  his  clients.  Calls  were 
made  to  virtually  every  attorney,  on  almost  every  case  that 
Attorney  Flynn  had  ever  been  involved  in,  including  the 
Marides  Case,  the  Kemos  Case,  the  Leff  Case,  and  many  others. 
Calls  were  made  to  nearly  all  of  Attorney  Flynn's  clients, 
including  Martha  Leff,  Peter  Marides,  and  many  others. 

9.  Other  operations  against  Attorney  Flynn,  in¬ 
volved  an  operation  to  plant  an  individual  posing  as  an 
independent  private  investigator  within  the  Flynn  office. 

This  person's  name  was  Chuck  Malone,  and  he  contacted 
Attorney  Flynn,  stating  that  his  name  was  Chuck  North, 
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tliat  he  a  private  investigator  researching  cults, 

“d  that  he  would  like  to  work  freely  for  Attorney 
Flynn  in  connection  with  hi.  re.eai.ch  of  cults. 

one  operation  against  Attorney  Flynn, 
it  was  determined  to  ‘•separate*  Kevin  Sullivan,  one  of 
the  lawyers  working  with  Attorney  Flynn,  from  him.  It 

to  have  Kevin  Sullivan's  secretary  overhear 
a  conversation  between  two  individuals,  one  of  whom  was 
ae,  in  which  we  stated  that  Attorney  Flynn  was  in  serious 
trouble  with  the  Massachusetts  Attorney  General's  office 
as  a  result  of  the  documents  in  our  possession  which  were 
being  brought  down  to  the  Massachusetts  Attorney  General's 
office,  it  was  our  purpose  to  have  the  secretary  give 
the  information  to  Kevin  Sullivan  for  tn e '  p ur  po.V ZZ  T. - . I ~ 
Sullivan  sever  ties  with  Mr.  Flynn.  On  another  occasion  a 
similar  arrangement  was  made  in  which  Patty  Flynn  and 
Khurshid  Bolt,  Mr.  Flynn's  sister  and  one  of  his  secretaries, 
were  set  up  in  such  a  way  to  overhear  a  conversation  that 
another  one  of  Mr.  Flynn's  secretaries  in  his  office  was 
a  plant.  Operations  of  this  type  were  discussed  on  alnost 
a  daily  basis  and  sent  via  telex  to  O.S.  G.O.,  many  of  which 
were  approved  and  many  of  which  were  not. 

connection  with  another  operation  against 
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-  Attorney  Flynn,  in  order  to  separate  one  of  his  secre¬ 
taries  from  him,  it  was  made  to  appear  that  Kevin  Flynn, 
«r.  Flynn*,  brother,  was  following  the  secretary.  Silvan* 
Carritano,  while  she  was  walking  on  the  street.  The  G.O. 
°btained  a  car  similar  to  Ksvin  Flynn's,  and  an  individual 
was  set  up  to  approach  Silvana  as  she  was' walking  dcnro  the 
street.  As  Silvana  approached  the  G.O.  agent,  she  was  a- 
lerted  to  the  fact  that  it  appeared  that  someone  was  fol¬ 
lowing  her.  At  that  precise  time,  a  car  driven  by  another 
G.O.  member  screeched  to  a  halt,  made  a  sharp  u-turn  and 
went  screeching  down  the  street. 

12.  In  other  operations,  Mr.  Flynn's  clients, 
such  as  LaVenda  Van  Schaick  and  Tonja  Burden,  were  tailed, 
numerous  calls  were  made"to  -neignoonrTrora  pay  teiepi.u*»e*, 
calls  were  made  to  the  I.R.S.  against  Mr.  Flynn,  his  banks 
were  regularly  called  to  get  bank  balances,  operations 
were  put  into  effect  against  his  sister  to  obtain  her 
trash  and  place  a  plant  (covert  agent)  with  her  boyfriend. 
The  office  compound  from  which  Attorney  Flynn  worked  was 
regularly  trespassed  upon  l«te  at  night,  for  purposes  of 
taking  trash  from  his  office  compound. 

13.  Trash  was  also  taken  from  the  street  outside 
the  home  of  Constance  Vecchione,  of  the  Board  of  Bar  Over¬ 
seers,  Khurshid  Bolt,  one  of  Mr.  Flynn's  secretaries. 
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from  th.  Attorney  General1.  office.  Dr.  Jack  Cleric, 
others. 

14'  10  on8  en  ex-.cientologi.t  named 

aerie,  Gibb.  contected  Attorney  Flynn1,  office  which  the 

leerned  ebout  from  Flynn1,  tre.h.  Gibb,  repre.ented 
*  •Ignificent  danger  to  th.  Church  of  Scientology  beceu.e 
Gibb,  h.d  been  ectuelly  kidnapped  end  held  eg.in.t  hi. 
will.  Gibb,  we,  peid  .  refund  to  keep  hie  evey  from  Flynn. 

IS-  In  connection  with  ell  of  the  operetion. 
end  programs  egeinet  Attorney  Flynn,  some  of  which  origl- 
neted  et  the  local  level  i„  th.  Bo. ton  G.O.,  end  .0*  of 
Which  orlgineted  et  the  D.s.  G.O.,  information  we,  collected 

end  nut  tn,etJ.ey  on  almoat.a  daily  beei,.  end  -predictions' _ 

ee  to  Whet  Attorney  Flynn1,  activitie.  end  intentions -sere. 
were  typed  up  end  given,  on  almost  a  daily  basis,  to  the 
various  attorneys  involved  in  litigation  against  him,  in¬ 
cluding  Attorney  Harvey  Silverglate.  Hr.  Silvergl.te  con¬ 
tinually  questioned  where  all  of  this  extremely  confidential 
information  was  coming  from,  and  he  was  directed  to  under¬ 
take  various  courses  of  action  in  connection  with  the 
Pending  litigation  predicated  upon  the  information  obtained. 

16.  In  connection  with  some  of  Attorney  Flynn's 
Scientology  clients,  very  .pecific  operations  were  undertaken 
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to  "separate"  them  from  Attorney  Flynn,  and  to  utilize 
Scientology  lawyers  to  assist  in  the  "separation  process". 
For  example,  in  connection  with  Saptirta.  r*na  of 

Attorney  Flynn’s  Scientology  clients,  Kr.  Baptlata's 
superior,  at  his  place  of  employment,  was  called  by  a 
G.O.  agent  impersonating  Kevin  Flynn.  This  agent  told 
the  superior  that  Mr.  Baptists  was  greatly  indebted  to 
Attorney  Flynn  and  was  concerned  Baptists  might  leave 
the  country.  At  the  same  time,  another  G.O.  agent  ob¬ 
tained  the  names  of  various  lawyers  from  Mr.  Silverglate 
and  the  agent  took  those  names  to  Mr.  Baptists  and  told 
Mr.  Baptista  that  he  should  fire  Attorney  Flynn,  because 
Attorney  Flynn  was  going  to  be  disbarred  and  because 
C.tra  r*ary  pending  bar  complaints  against  him,  some 

of  which  had  been  filed  by  Mr.  Silverglate,  and  some  of 
which  had  been  filed  by  the  Church,  and  that  Mr.  Baptista 
should  hire  one  of  the  attorneys  whose  names  appeared  on 
the  sheet  of  paper  shown  to  Baptista.  A  similar  opera¬ 
tion  of  this  type  was  conducted  extensively  against 
Silvana  Garritano  in  order  to  separate  Silvana  from 
Attorney  Flynn.  Again  the  name  of  a  lawyer  given  by 
Harvey  Silverglate,  Judd  Carhart,  was  given  to  Silvana 
by  a  G.O.  agent  after  numerous  operations  were  conducted 
against  Silvana  to  make  it  appear  that  the  Flynns  were 
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harassing  her,  .uch  a.  the  incident  where  .he  we.  ,up- 
po.ed  to  be  followed  by  Kevin  rlynn.  m  e  .imilar  in¬ 
cident,  .  very  clo.e  friend  of  Silvan.',  we.  contacted 
Jiven  various  information  with  regard  to  influencing 
Silvana  to  fire  Attorney  Flynn,  go  to  .noth.r  attorney 

uch  a.  Judd  Carhard,  and  to  undertake  various  actions 
against  Mr.  rlynn. 

17.  In  connection  with  LaVenda  Van  SchaicJc, 
numerous  operations,  pursuant  to  the  "OPS  GOS",  were  con¬ 
ducted  against  her,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the 
following: 

a)  LaVenda 's  auditing  files  were  sent  to 
the  BSN  G.O.  and  they  were  culled  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  obtaining  all  'available' confidential' 
and  embarrassing  information,  which  was  then 
passed  on  to  various  levels  within  the  G.O. 
Later,  when  it  was  learned  that  Attorney  Flynn 
was  aware  that-,  the  G.O.  regularly  used  auditing 
^f£les__toj:oerce  and  attack  former  members,  a 
program  was  implemented  to  make  it  appear  that 
the  information  from  the  auditing  files  actually 
came  from  external  forces.  In  connection  with 
this  operation,  all  the  information  from  the 
auditing  files  was  used  to  contact  third  parties 
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*fhich  the  G.O.  learned  ^out  throu3h  the  audm 
Personnel,  ethic,  end  student  files,  i„  order 
to  obteln  Information  from  them. 

*»  Levende  va.  tailed  actively  and  her 
husband,  Paul,  was  tailed  a.  veil  ..  h„  daughter. 

phone  cell  was  Dade  to  LaVenda's  ea- 
Pl°yer  by  *  C'°-  She  was  a  waitress. 

d>  4,19  D’S-  «•»>.  «nt  the  xllngler 

*ti*sion  to  no. ton  in  connection  with  van  Senator 

«e  purpose  of  which  was  to  separate  haVenda  from 
“  attorney,  her  husband,  Paul  was  followed  while 
Kllngler  was  sent  to  L.Venda-.  home,  mowing  that 
Paul  would  not  be  there. 

former  husband,  who  was  the  father  of  LaVenda-/ 
child,  Sabrina,  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  father 
ting  an  action  against  L.Venda  to  obtain  custody 
of  Sabrina  on  the  grounds  that  LaV.nda  was  engaged 
in  various  activities  which  were  dating  to  Sabrina. 

f>  On  another  occasion,  a  0.0.  .gent  followed 
Sabrina  and  talked  to  her  while  maintaining  sur- 
vendee  on  the  Van  Schaick  home. 

9)  Various  calls  were  made  to  neighbors  of 
Van  Schaick,  she  was  tape  recorded  in  telephone 
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conversation,  with  David  Aden  without  her  know¬ 
ledge.  and  various  operation,  were  put  into 
effect,  all  of  which  were  designed  to  separate 
LaVenda  from  Sabrina,  from  her  husband  Paul, 
and  from  her  attorney.  The  purpose  of  pursuing 
these  operation,  was  to  pressure  her  and  haras. 
*er  to  such  an  extent  that  she  would  be  unable 
to  continue  with  her  lawsuit. 

18.  There  was  an  operation  against  McLean 
Hospital,  which  was  associated  with  Dr.  John  Gordon  Clark, 
connection  with  which  a  G.O.  agent  named  Cheryl  Ballou 
P  ted  as  an  employee  of  McLean.  She  subsequently  did 
--ea.  material  from  that  hospital  .  Tn 

plant  was  placed  on  the  cleaning  agency  of  the  Center  for 
Destructive  Cultism,  a  center  maintained  by  Dr.  Jack  Clark. 
Shortly  after  l  joined  the  G.O.,  I  learned  of  an  operation, 
I  believe  called  -Operation  Hydra".  The  purpose  of  this 
operation  was  to  steal  all  books  that  had  negative  informa- 
agamst  Scientology,  from  every  library  in  New  England. 
This  type  of  program  would  conmonly  go  out  to  all  G.O.'s 
in  the  United  States.  In  connection  with  this  operation  I 
learned  of  a  false  wall  that  had  been  erected  in  the  G.O. 
Boston,  behind  which  were  hidden  piles  of  books  that  had 
been  stolen  from  various  libraries.  After  the  F.B.I.  raids. 
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thmtm  book.  were  destroyed.  Behind  th.  f.l«.  wall  ware 
»*ny  files  containing  G.O.  operations  of  a  highly  secre- 
tiva  natura.  ona  G.O.  operation  involved  an  effort,  aftar 
F.B.I.  raid  to  cover  op  all  of  the  illagal  activitia. 
%f  tha  Boston  G.O.  In  connection  with  this  operation,  & 
Sandy  Coopar  want  all  ovar  tha  United  States  obtaining 
affidavits  from  individuals  who  had  been  involvad  in  G.O. 
operations,  which  ware  of  a  highly  confidential  and  crimi- 
nal  nature-,  in  Boston,  Sandy  Cooper  worked  with  Julia 
Bergman  in  obtaining  affidavits  from.  Kathy  Brown,  Gary 


Brown,  David  Grace,  Kathy  Grace,  Peter  Marques,  Paula  Mar- 

•;*  •'A.i'j/  •/.  I 

<2U**/  Bil1  Fo* Hancy^jfei  ter,  John  Craig,  Dave  Grybowsky, 


Sharon  Grybowsky,  as  wall  as  attempting  to  obtain  affi¬ 
davits  from  Robert  Derdan©  and  Sue  Beffgl  in  connection  with 


the  operations,  of  those  individuals,  of  an  illegal  nature. 
I  personally  saw  these  affidavits  obtained  by  Sandy  Cooper 
I  know  that  they  were  in  the  possession  of  the  Boston 
G.O.  and  the  U.S.  G.O.,  and  that  the  contents  of  such 
affidavits  generally  involve  the  criminal  operations  that 
of  these  people  were  involved  in,  in  which  they  stated 
that  the  Church  had  no  involvement  and  that  the  operations 
were  conducted  by  them  personally  without  any  responsibility 
of  the  Church,  all  of  which  of  course  is  a  total  fabrication 
For  example,  these  operations  involved  the  theft  of  docu¬ 
ments  from  Bingham,  Dana  «  Gould,  Dr.  Stanley  Cath,  the 
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B*“,r  »«•«.  infiltration  of  th.  Attornay 

0«n.r«l-.  offioo,  and  other  ainilar  operation..  In  on. 
oparation  I  g.v.  oonfid«ti«l  information  about  Ron 
G°UOiln*  “  inraatig.tlve  reportar.  to  th.  G.o.  which  wa. 

1,tW  *Uxma  np  llM*  i"  «*•  0.0. .  foe  purpo...  Of  block¬ 
ing  an  inva.tig.tion  by  Gollobln,  on  th.  church  of  Scian- 
toio®.  In  connection  with  thi.  aue  oparation,  a  gin 
wa.  «mployad  „  ,  G.O.  agent  to  '..due.  Kleha.l  Taiibi,  of 
Channel  S,  for  purpo.a.  of  obtaining  oonfid.nti.l  inforaa- 
ti0"  “  blockin9  thi.  inva.tig.Uv.  effort.  To  V  know- 
leig®  the.,  operation,  war.  eucc®*.ful,  and  war.  among  the 
itra.  oollactad  in  the  aforaaanUonad  affidavit.,  whan  I 

l..t  ..v  th.  affidavit,  thay  war.  in  th.  po..e..ion  of 
Cooper.  . 


-  ->• 


*  •?  * •’ . 


is.  In  oonn.cUon:with  th.  attempt  by  th.  Labowit. 
family  to  reach  th.ir  daughter,  Elian,  i  par.on.lly  saved 

VI  T  —  _  .  *  '  ‘.iV-  .  . 


«I.n  around  to  various  pWin  th.  City  of  Bo.ton  for 

^  V  .  •MA'.-rv’ 


'  thS  pnrpoae  of  hiding  her  ««^.rp*r»ting  her  from  her  perenti 

Vh«n  fhnu  an _ _  .  r '■'gm  *■' 


whan  thay  war.  attamptin,  and  apaak  to  h.r  about 


.  ..  , 

informed  the  Lebowitzes 

tic  «jr  . T  ,i-k 


the  Church.  Other  Church  oi 

kn°w  whar^Jli  wL 

unabla  to  have  her  meat  with je^rto.di.cu..  h.r  involvement 
in  th.  Church  Of  sciantolog^v  otthi.  wa.  .  total  fa¬ 
brication  bacau..  at  th.  .. hldln,  ZUen  frOB 


thm.  hater,  aa  previously  atat.d,  the  G.O.  decided  fa  sue 
the  Flanagan  brothers  in  connection  with  the  perents'  at- 
t— Pt  to  inform  her  ns  to  whet  the  true  neture  of  Scientology 

**Vln  rly,m  “a  Paulette  Cooper  ..re  tsrg.tted  in  that 
suit 'for  purposes  of  pressuring  end  harassing  them,  even 
though  the  G.O.  knew  that  Kevin  Flynn  and  Paulette  Cooper 
had  no  involvas^nt  in  the  situation. 

20.  ^en  I  la  ft  the  G.O. ,  in  January ,  1982,  it 
had  possession  of  many  documents  which  had  been  seised  by 
the  p.a.I.  in  the  raid  of  1»77,  and  which  pertained  to  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  Boston  0.0.  which,  operations  were  reflected  in 
documents  seized  by  the  >■ 
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individuals  that  X  was  involve^  in  during  the  five  yei 

that  I  was  a  *anber  of  the  Boston  G.O.,  which  are  too  nuaer- 

ous  for  ae  to  remember  and  recount  for  purposes  of  this  af¬ 
fidavit. 

,  i*r  4  •; 

22.  in  connection^! &  the  G.O.  policy  to  attack 
“  <***>*»*••  ’position  of  p^S  miny  intelligence  gather¬ 


ing  operation,  and  program.  «^|lnstitu(»d  against  Mr.  Flynn 
to  get  him  disbarred.  It  wa^^i  purpose  of  "the  G.O.  to  file 
numerous  complaint,  against ^flyni'  for  whatever  reasons 
could  b.  manufactured,  infoTO^lif  Jhi,  client,  that  ha 
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was  being  investigated  by  the  Board  of  Bar  Overseers,  attempt 
to  get  his  clients  to  request  investigation  of  hi-m  an  even¬ 
tually  to  get  him  disbarred.  This  was  one  of  the  primary 
goals  of  the  G.O.  throughout  a  period  of  about  2  1/2  years, 
and  Attorney  Silverglate  was  constantly  pressured  to  file 
Complaints  against  Mr.  Flynn,  including  complaints  based  on 
materials  stolen  from  Mr.  Flynn’s  office  compound. 

23.  In  connection  with  the  destruction  of  confi¬ 
dential  information  damaging  to  the  Church,  the  G.O.  destroyed 
documents  in  the  Baptista  and  Garritano  files  which  contained 
information  about  problems  with  the  Church,  people  that 
Baptista  and  Garritano  had  disconnected  from,  etc.  These 
documents  were  destroyed  after  a  Court  order  to  produce 
1,r  in  tht>  Troy  cases. 


24.  The  Church  has  claimed  in  its  lawsuits  that 
the  Fair  Game  Doctrine  was  cancelled.  This  is  false.  Most 
of  the  programs  set  forth  in  this  Affidavit  were  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  Fair  Game  Doctrine.  In  fact,  the  alleged 
cancellation  was  only  for  "PR"  purposes,  but  even  the  alleged 
cancellation  "does  not  change  any  policy  with  regard  to  the 
treatment  of  S.P.*. 


Signed  under  the  pains  and  penalties  of  perjury 
this  T7  << }  _day  of _ _ ,  1982. 


WARREN  H.  FRISKE - 
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■  he.  Church  or  Scientology  of  Boston 

■>48  Beacon  S„ee,.  Bo„o„.  Ma„,chu«m  021 ,5  Phone:  (6.7)  266-9500,  Te.e,:  94.029T 


Michael  Flynn 

1  Faneuil  Hall  Market  Place 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02109 


11  September  1979 


Dear  Mr.  Flynn, 

This  is  in  response  to  vour  letter  dated  17/7/79.  upon  conclusion 
of  our  investigation  into  the  financial  asoects  of  Mrs.  Van  Schaick's 
claims ,  we  cannot  verify  the  figures  that  you  have  given  us  hut  can  only 
document  the  sum  of  56268.00.  -o  substantiate  that  figure  the  following 
is  the  breakdown  of  the  monies  paid  and  to  what  organization: 

S 4 7 5 ." 0 0  FlagCh  °f  r’cientol°'"'  of  Veoas 

0r,Tani’atl°n 


Total  =  $6268.00 

If  you  can  provide  documents  showing  more  than  the  above  amount, 

please  forward  them  to  me  as  a  refund  will  only  be  paid  on  those  docum- 
ented  payments  to  the  Churches. 

The  Church  is  willing  to  pav  the  refund  unless  Mrs.  Van  Schaick 
sues  the  Church,  in  which  case  no  refund  will  be  paid. 

Please  bo  aware  of  the  fact  the  the  Church  has  documented  statements 
signed  by  Mrs.  Van  Schaick  regarding  her  gains  „rd  successes  in  feientolo 

‘hS  Church  also  has  full  documentation  of  the  following  which  indicates 
Ian  "Cha.ck  s  irrational  behavior  in  the  past,  some  of  which  is 
prior  to  any  involvement  with  the  Church. 

At  the  one  of  IS  and  '/? she  attemnted  suicide. 


L.  RON  HUBBARD  FOUNDER 

ScitntOIO|y.  „  . . „„  USA  . . 
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liuchu*ef  tk# 


She  h«  an  extensive  dr,,.,  histor-  Jnd.KUn.,  the  u,e  ft 
Hashish ,  cocaine.  .Mescaline.  rcwtc.  ,neo,  am,  Va]ju„ 

m6.She  ”**  hn<'  t!’rCa  ^rtl°n*'  °"e  ir  "™  »«  I”*  —  one  in 

probl  "  1969  and  1970 '  Sh°  ha<1  ^  t0  3  rSycMatri!5t  handle  narital 
P  °MemS-  *’  -  *"  —  -  Ha,  Moon  Parried  four  ti_ 

nr.,  van  hchaicl  had  been  exiled  S„  thc  church  an,  Uter  . 

7ment  ““  S’,e  “Ul<!  —  -  tale  actions  to  embarrass,  sue 

or  attass  the  Church  of  Ceiotoloov  in  a„y  of  if,  areas  -  Churches 

organizations ,  Miss  ns  ,  nrn  ..  ,  S' 

future>  '  *  °n  ‘Uh  ,ard'  ^  "«»*•*.  now  or  in  the 

This  statement  was  signer’  j-.v  *irs>  Van  q-ka.-  .  , 

trustworthy/  state.  *  ^  t0  ^  OWn  Un" 

This  was  sinned  in  addition  to  other  contracts  and  relioious  cov- 
onants  which  she  eventually  did  breach. 

ould  appreciate  a  ouick  response  ^ron  you  with  documentation  on 
any  discrepancies  of  financial  data  you  feel  exists. 

«  there  is  no  response  we  win  assuce  that  vour  letter  of  ,Wl. 

was  written  in  bad  faith  and  U11- ,,  f 

'  n  tho  natfcer  OVer  to  our  attorneys. 
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i. 


c. 


cl  L^Ia^y  & 

rtr^h  l  **'1+'  ^  •* 

(0-s Stilt  • 

/u  ,i,a.t>-  "f  c^tir* 

Z  £  ^  *  **  , 

Ay  f<W- 

I-  ‘if  pdwo*  <*'M«n*~ 

7  (o  -h*"  r  r  .. 

<*  17  .  J- rf' 

f  ^  <fb^  - 

I .  f  fc  s 

u  f  1 
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Mod  'shd'  -fa*  <*v/rt*'t*"’ 

r,k;Z  rZ;»  H  *  **%.,  , 

f^o  ,'f  -  ^  ^  ^ 
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..  -ED  STATES  DISTRICT  COUR. 
FOR  THE 

DISTRICT  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 


CHRISTOPHER  LLOYD  )  <* 

GARRISON  and  ELLEN  LEE  )  CIVIL  ACTION 

GARRISON,  )  NO.  81-2608-T 

) 

Plaintiffs  ) 

) 

v-  ) 

) 

JOSEPH  FLANAGAN,  BARRY  ) 

FLANAGAN,  STEVEN  FLANA-  ) 

GAN,  MARK  McGREGOR,  ERNEST  ) 

SIMPSON,  JASON  VAN  STEEM-  ) 

BURG,  JOSEPH  THOMAS,  KEVIN  ) 

FLYNN  and  PAULETTE  COOPER,  ) 

) 

Defendants  ) 

AFFIDAVIT  OF  CAROL  GARRITY 


I,  Carol  Garrity,  being  first  duly  sworn,  de¬ 
pose  and  say: 


1.  I  was  a  member  of  the  Church  of  Scientology 
from  April  1975  through  July  1980  and  during  that  time  I 
became  a  staff  member  and  worked  full  time  for  the  Scien¬ 
tology  Organization  from  August  1976  through  July  1980. 


2.  Between  November  1978  and  July  1980  I  was 
a  member  of  the  "Guardian's  Office"  of  the  Church  of  Scien¬ 
tology.  The  Guardian's  Office,  more  commonly  referred  to 
as  the  "G.O."  by  Scientologists,  is  responsible  for  intel¬ 
ligence  gathering,  covert  operations  and  activities,  spying 
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Public  relations.  The  Guardian.s  Qffice 

"£r0nt"  9r°UP£  SUCh  “  -rug  program  whioh  ar£ 

designed  to  make  money.  I  have  personal  knowledge  of  the 

foregoing  matters  and  particioatori  „ 

P  rticipated  in  various  "operations" 

conducted  by  the  "G.O." 

3.  The  Guardian's  office  headquarters  in  the 
United  States  is  in  California.  However,  the  Guardian's 
Office  has  the  power  to  go  into  a  local  Scientology  Church 
and  literally  take  over  any  section  of  it  or  the  entire 
^cal  church  if  necessary.  This  is  covered  in  a  policy 
latter  written  by  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  entitled  "The  Guardian" 

There  is  another  G.O.  headquarters  at  the  Flag  Land  Base 
m  Clearwater,  Florida. 

<•  The  Guardian's  Office  activities  are  conducted 
pursuant  to  various  Scientology  policies  including  "Fair 
Game  Doctrine"  which  states: 

"j’uijdG^eanyaLansdSvrardc0f  Property  °r  tn- 

be  tricked,  sued  or  liedytoCornd0l?91St'  May 

-Liea  to  or  destroyed." 

5-  I  have  personal  knowledge  that  the  Scientology 
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organization  has  actively  and  covertly  conducted  operations 
against  Attorney  Michael  Flynn  in  an  atten.pt  to  get  him 
disbarred  and  to  destroy  him  and  thereby  eliminate  him  as 
a  representative  of  those  individuals  victimized  by  the 
Scientology  organization.  Attorney  Flynn  was' classified 

aS  3  tOP  "Enemy"  of  the  Ch“rch  of  Scientology  and  I  was 
sent  numerous  "orders"  to  "attach"  him  in  the  news  media 
With  a  "black  PR"  campaign. 


6.  one  such ‘operation  occurred  between  January 
and  July  1980,  when  the  Guardian's  Office  conducted  a 
series  of  covert  operations  to  infiltrate  the  law  office  of 
Michael  J.  Flynn  by  placing  a  "plant"  whose  code  name  was 
"Oscar"  and  whose  real  name  was  William  Broderick.  I  am 
aware  that  other  "operations"  were  proceeding  against  At¬ 
torney  Flynn  to  get  someone  "inside"  his  office. 

7.  Prior  to  July  18,  1980,  as  an  Assistant  Guar¬ 
dian,  I  had  numerous  conversations  with  Attorney  Steven 
Burris  in  Las  Vegas,  NV,  who  represents  the  Church  of  Scien¬ 
tology  there.  Conversations  related  to  the  intent  of  the 
Church  to  find  some  basis  to  bring  law  suits  against  Michael 
Flynn  and  those  in  his  office  and  also  law  suits  against 
Lavenda  Van  Schaick,  Ernest  and  Dell  Hartwell  and  Eddie 
Walters.  These  lawsuits  were  to  be  brought  against  these 
people  pursuant  to  the  policy  of  the  Church  of  Scientology 
which  states  that  lawsuits  are  to  be  used  to  harass  and  attack 
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people  who  seek  to  expose  Scientology. 

8.  In  one  of  my  conversations  with  Attorney 
Burris  in  July  1980,  he  asked  me  to  sign  an  affidavit  in 
connection  with  a  proposed  suit  against  Van  Schaick,  the 
Hartwells  and  Kevin  Flynn.  I  told  him  that  I  could  not 
verify  the  information  in  the  affidavit.  Attorney  Burris 
told  me  that  he  was  aware  of  the  covert  agent  used  by  the 
Church  of  Scientology.  Attorney  Burris  asked  me  if  I  was 
"compelled  to  tell  the  truth"  in  the  affidavit.  I  told 
Attorney  Burris  that  I  had  always  told  the  truth  and  he 
said  that  he  would  get  someone  else  for  the  affidavit. 

9.  The  Guardian '  s  Office  devised  a  covert  oper¬ 
ation  to  stop  Attorney  Flynn's  client,  LaVenda  Van  Schaick, 
from  speaking  out  against  the  Scientology  organization. 

The  program  was  code  named  "Shake  and  Bake"  and  pursuant  to 
the  program,  G.O.  agents,  including  Gary  Klinger,  were  sent 
to  Massachusetts  to  interrogate  Ms.  Van  Schaick  and  to 
use  various  means  to  have  her  divorce  her  husband  and  fire 
Attorney  Flynn,  including  the  use  of  her  auditing  information. 

10.  The  Guardian's  Office  perused  Ms.  Van  Schaick' s 
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auditing  files.  which  contained  the  ^  ^ 

etails  of  her  life,  and  extracted  confidential  disclosures 

for  the  purpose  of  usrng  it  against  her  in  ••Operation  " 

Shake  and  Bake". 

11.  The  practice  of  reviewing  confidential  auditing 
files  and  extracting  private  and  intimate  details  of  an 
individual's  life  is  a  common  Scientology  practice. 

The  date  gleaned  from  an  unsuspecting  individual's  file  is 
commonly  transmitted  to  -flag"  in  Clearwater,  Florida  and  to 
the  California  headquarters  for  extortion  and  blackmail. 

This  practice  occurs  regularly.  I  have  personal  knowledge 

of  auditing  infomration  being  sent  to  Clearwater  and  California 
for  this  purpose. 

12.  On  one  specific  occasion,  I  received  a  Guardian's 

Office  order  concerning  Tonja  Burden's  auditing  information. 

I  was  sent  from  the  Guardian  office's  main  headquarters  in 

Los  Angeles,  a  document  from  Tonja's  preclear  folder  called 

Wants  Handled"  list.  This  was  a  list  of  things  that  Tonja 

wished  to  improve  herself  with  through  auditing.  I  „as  also 

sent  a  list  of  -averts"  and  "withholds"  which  means  transgressions 

against  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  Scientology,  etc.  The  purpose  of  a  person 

writing  their  "wrongs"  is  the  general  concept  of  confession. 

This  list  is  only  to  be  used  to  help  the  person  face  their  errors, 

wrongs,  etc.  and  thereby  free  the  person  by  having  "confessed". 

These  lists,  are  to  be  held  in  strict  confidence.  x  was  sent  a 

huge  stack  of  Tonga's  "overts  and  withholds"  writeups  to  take 

to  the  Review  Journal  newspaper,  along  with  the  auditing  list 
from  her  preclear  folder. 


5 


The  purpose  Of  the  above  orders  were  to  disgrace,  embarrass 

humilitate  Tonja  and  make  her  lose  her  credibility  w/th  the 

public  and  the  press,  as  she  had  fried  a  lawsuit  against 

Hubbard  and  Scientology  and  according  to  Scientology  policy 

anyone  who  does  this  an  evil  person  called  a  "Suppressive  person" 

and  must  be  dealt  with  accordingly.  j  carried  out  my  orders, 

however,  her  auditing  information  was  not  printed  in  the  papers, 

as  the  news  media  thought  it  was  a  disgusting  breach  of  privacy' 
which  it  was. 

13.  When  I  was  first  introduced  to  "auditing"  or 

counselling  in  the  Church  of  Scientology,  i  was  told  that 

the  information  or  "confessions"  i  cave  to  my  auditor  would 

be  held  in  strict  confidence  and  that  the  only  persons  who 

had  access  to  my  auditing  files  were  the  auditor  and  the  "case 

supervisor"  -  the  person  in  Scientology  who  "programmed"  the 

cases  and  decided  what  auditing  the  person  should  have  and 

buy.  This  representation  is  made  to  anyone  who  undertakes 

"auditing"  and  it  is  shown  to  them  in  writing  in  the  "auditor's 
code" . 

K.  After  I  joined  staff  at  the  Las  Vegas  Organization, 

I  had  many  occasions  to  witness  that  many  other  people  within 
Scientology  had  access  to  the  auditing  files. 

These  people  could  go  to  the  technical  division  and  take 

the  folders  and  read  them  and  study  them  and  send  information 

from  the  folders  to  other  Scientology  executives  if 

they  were  ordered  to,  or  chose  to  do  so  Thi*  H  •  * 

so.  This  included  information 

being  sent  to  the  church  of  Scientology  of  California  in 
Clearwater,  which  was  regularly  done.  It  was  a  regular 
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practice  in  the  Church  of  Scientology  that  the  Guardian's 
Office  had  access  to  any  person's  auditing  folders  at  any 
time  the  G.O.  chose  to  take  them. 

15.  The  Guardian's  Offices  throughout  the 
United  states  including  Clearwater,  Florida  are  run  by 
the  United  states  Guardian's  office  which  is  part  of  the 
Church  of  Scientology  of  California.  The  top  executives 
and  management  are  at  the  Church  of  Scientology  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  both  in  Clearwater,  Florida  and  Los  Angeles,  Cali- 
fornia. 


16.  The  routine  use  and  circulation  of  auditing 
information  is  done  throughout  the  United  States  and 
outer  "missions"  send  information  from  a  person's  auditing 
folders  to  the  nearest  "Class  4  Org"  for  ethics  use  or 
intelligence  use  in  the  Guardian  Office  intelligence  files. 


17.  When  "missionnaires"  from  the  Church  of  Sci¬ 
entology  of  California  would  come  to  Nevada,  we  were  under 
instructions  to  give  them  full  back-up  and  cooperation 
and  this  included  revealing  to  them  personal  information 
about  Scientologists  and  their  auditing  folders  and  intel- 
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requested . 


J-igence  folders,  if  needed  and 


* 


18.  During  executive  meetins  at  the  Church  of 
Scientology,  on  many  occasions  the  executives  would  sit 
and  discuss  information  about  staff  members  and  public¬ 
paying  person's  auditing  information. 


While  on  staff  in  the  organization,  I  was 
m  charge  of  the  division  that  sold  all  the  auditing  and 
training  and  books  and  I  was  routinely  given  information  from 
people's  auditing  folders  so  that  I  could  get  them  to  buy 
more  and  more  auditing.  This  was  a  standard  practice  and 
this  information  would  also  be  given  to  "indicate"  to  the 
potential  buyer  what  auditing  they  should  buy  next,  to 

"cure"  whatever  "insanity"  it  was  they  were  trying  to  get 
help  with. 


20.  All  of  the  above  actions  uniformly  betray  the 
trust  that  a  person  gives  to  Scientology  and  their  auditor 
When  getting  auditing,  and  this  creates  a  terrible  fear 
about  the  possiblity  of  leaving  Scientology  and  having  your 
innermost  throughts,  feelings,  desires,  actions  about  your¬ 
self  and  others  revealed  to  anyone  including  your  parents, 
spouse,  relatives  and  the  news  media. 
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21.  When  I  thought  of  leaving  Scientology  after 
I  realized  I  had  been  tricked  and  lied  to,  these  actions 
had  me  terribly  fearful  that  this  type  of  blackmail  would 
be  inflicted  on  me. 

22.  I  left  the  Church  of  Scientology  on  July  18, 

1980  after  being  a  staff  member  for  approximately  four 
years.  I  had  become  upset  and  in  fear  when  I  learned  that 
the  top  leaders  of  Scientology  had  been  convicted  of  felonies 
in  late  1979  and  I  did  not  agree  with  their  conduct  of 
breaking  and  entering,  harassing  enemies  of  the  Church, 
spying  on  ex-members  and  other  enemies  of  the  Church  and 
trying  to  infiltrate  enemies  and  all  the  other  unlawful  and 
underhanded  conduct  conducted  by  the  Church. 

23.  I  had  also  been  told  that  the  alleged  crimes 
top  Church  leaders  had  oannitted  were  false  and  that  the  people  were 
innocent  and  being  framed  and  suffering  from  "religious 
persecution".  It  was  unformly  stated  to  all  Church  members 
that  the  Church  never  broke  the  law  and  didn’t  harass  critics 
or  enemies. 


24.  I  hired  an  attorney  in  Las  Vagas ,  Nevada  to 
represent  me  and  my  husband  when  we  left  Scientology  so  that 
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we  would  have  in  writing  and  on  record  the  exact  date  we 
left  and  also  to  demand  the  unused  monies  on  account  at 
the  various  organisations.  My  attorney  had  a  letter  hand- 
delivered  to  the  Church  of  Scientology  of  Nevada  on  duly  21, 
1981  advising  them  of  our  intentions  and  that  any  attempt 
to  contact  us  would  result  in  a  restraining  order  as  we 
wanted  no  contact  from  any  of  them. 


25. 


One  day  later,  Maddie  Reese, 


a  top  Guardian's 


Office  staff  member  from  Los  Angeles  called  Jane 
house,  another  former  G.O.  member,  asking  for  me 
advised  her  that  I  was  not  taking  any  calls  from 
them  and  not  to  call  back. 


Peterson ' s 
Jane 
any  of 


26.  I  began  to  receive  telephone  calls  at  all 

hours  of  the  day  and  night  with  people  either  being  silent 
or  hanging  up. 


27.  My  husband  and  I  then  received  a  new  unlisted 
telephone  number  and  shortly  thereafter,  the  calls  began 
again.  Sometimes  whoever  was  calling  would  ask  for  a  per- 


son  unknown  to 
would  call  back 


me  and  I  would  advise  them  of  that  and  they 
over  and  over  and  ask  for  the  person. 
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28.  My  husband  and  I  moved  to  a  house  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  l,  1981  and  received  a  1  i  , 

vea  a  llsted  number  and  the  calls 

continued. 

29.  In  mid-March,  1981  I  went  home  to  discover 
my  home  had  been  entered,  every  door  in  the  house  opened  . 
and  my  dog  had  been  put  outside  in  the  backyard.  The 
sliding  glass  screen  door  had  been  pulled  off  and  was  laying 
across  the  porch.  The  police  came  and  could  not  find  a 
forced  entry  and  a  report  was  not  filed. 


30.  My  husband  and  I  filed  a  complaint  against 
the  Church  of  Scientology,  L.  Ro„  Hubbard  and  Mary  Sue  Hub¬ 
bard  in  federal  court  in  Los  Angeles  on  July  1,  im. 

31.  I  arrived  home  after  work  on  my  wedding  an¬ 
niversary,  July  21,  1981,  to  find  that  my  home  had  been 
broken  into  and  my  husband's  sports  bike  had  been  stolen. 
Said  bike  was  valued  at  approximately  $2,000.00.  The  finger¬ 
print  people  could  find  no  prints  other  than  one  partial 
footprint  in  the  backyard  and  that  an  oily  substance  had 
been  sprayed  on  the  windows,  sliding  glass  door  and  door 
knobs  to  apprently  cover  prints.  A  few  days  later  we  dis¬ 
covered  my  husband's  stereo  turntable  missing  and  again 
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found  the  oily  substance. 


* 


32.  I  began  receiving  phone  calls  from  a  girl 
asking  "are  your  parents  there"?  I  would  say  she  had  the 
wrong  number  but  she  would  continue  to  call  back.  This  was 
very  upsetting  as  I  have  never  recovered  from  my  parents' 
deaths  and  this  was  one  of  the  main  things  Scientology  was 
supposed  to  help  me  witri  in  my  auditing  (counseling) . 

Later  the  same  girl  started  calling  and  asking  for 
my  dad.  Finding  my  father  dead  and  the  related  circumstances 
of  his  illness  and  his  death  has  always  been  very  hard 
for  me  to  accept  and  I  revealed  this  whole  situation  over 
and  over  in  my  auditing  in  Scientology. 

33.  To  this  day  I  still  receive  calls  where  the 
person  either  remains  silent  or  hangs  up  when  I  answer. 

These  seem  to  occur  shortly  after  I  arrive  home  from  work, 
even  after  I  work  overtime. 

34.  On  July  28,  1981,  exactly  one  week  after  the 
July  21,  1981  breakin,  I  went  home  to  find  my  home  had  been 
been  broken  into  again.  This  time  it  was  totally  ransacked, 
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drawers  dumped,  closets  gone  through  and  basically  a  total 
mess.  This  time  the  back  bedroom  window  had  been  broken 
out.  We  could  find  nothing  stolen  on  this  occasion.  The 
same  officer  who  had  arrived  the  other  two  times  came  again 
this  time  and  filed  a  police  report. 

35.  On  September  29,  1981,  again  I  went  home  to 
find  that  my  home  had  been  broken  into.  The  side  door  screen 
had  been  ripped  out  and  the  window  opened  and  this  was  the 
point  of  entry.  This  time  all  my  jewelry,  wedding  rings, 
keepsakes  from  my  mother  and  father,  my  father's  keepsakes 
from  the  war  and  college  were  all  stolen.  My  husband's 
camera  equipment  was  stolen  along  with  some  money  and  other 
things.  The  house  had  been  totally  and  completely  ransacked, 
every  drawer,  box,  closet  in  the  house  dumped  on  the  floor. 
Tha  back  rooms  were  also  ransacked  and  everything  dumped. 

My  briefcase  with  all  of  my  Scientology  papers  and  corres¬ 
pondence  from  my  attorneys,  lawsuit  information  had  been 
gone  through.  The  fingerprint  people  found  no  prints,  how¬ 
ever,  did  take  pictures  of  the  rooms  and  the  briefcase.  I 
have  talked  to  my  neighbors  and  this  is  not  happening  to  them. 
The  police  have  no  leads  and  none  of  the  stolen  goods  have 
shown  up  around  town  that  they  know  of.  The  police  do  not 
know  of  another  house  on  our  block  that  has  been  broken  and 
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entered  this  many  times  in  this  short  a  time  period.  The 
previous  owner  of  the  house  resided  there  for  approximately 
twelve  (12)  years  with  only  one  minor  occurence.  My  husband 
and  I  have  lost  money  due  to  insufficient  insurance  coveruye 
on  the  jewelry  which  we  were  not  aware  of  and  we  have  had 
to  invest  in  solid  doors,  bolt  locks  and  other  locks  and 

iron  bars  for  every  window  in  the  house.  The 
last  three  breakins  have  all  occurred  on  a  Tuesday,  starting 
with  our  wedding  anniversary. 

36.  Nothing  like  this  ever  happened  to  me  before 
I  left  Scientology  in  July  1980. 

37.  The  psychological  damage  done  to  me  while  in 
Scientology  combined  with  the  above  harassment,  breakins, 
and  strange  occurences  have  caused  great  mental  stress  and 
upset. 


38.  My  friend,  Jane  Peterson,  who  was  also  a 
Guardian  Office  staff  member  and  left  Scientology,  has  re¬ 
ceived  numerous  death  threats,  both  oral  and  written,  since 
she  left  Scientology  and  this  is  very  upsetting  and  fright¬ 
ening  to  me  also. 
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37.  I  am  aware  that  many  similar  operations  were 
conducted  against  Tonja  Burden  while  I  was  working  for  the 
G.O.  I  am  aware  that  a  G.O.  agent.  Bill  Broderick  was 
placed  in  a  position  to  spy  on  Tonja  Burden  and  that  the 
G.O.  acquired  an  apartment  in  Tonja  Burden's  apartment 
building  to  spy  on  her  and  harass  her.  This  is  common 
practice  of  the  G.O.  against  its  enemies. 


Signed  under  the  pains  and  penalties  of  perjury 


SUBSCRIBED  AND  SWORN  TO  BEFORE 
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da jt nn  OFFICE  OF  THE  BAR  COUNSEL 
BOARD  OF  BAR  OVERSEERS  OF  THE  SUPREME  JUDICIAL  COURT 
ONE  WINTHROP  SQUARE 
BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS  02110 
(617)  426-8989 


BAR  COUNSEL 
Daniel  Klubock 

ASSISTANT  BAR  COUNSEL 

Bonnie  H.  MacLeod-Griffin 
Dermot  Meagher 
James  S.  Bolan 
Eliza  McCormick  Feld 

INVESTIGATOR 
Francine  E.  Miles 


April  2,  1980 


PERSONAL  AND  CONFIDENTIAL 

^^•^bael  Flynn,  Esquire 
One  Faneuil  Hall  Marketplace 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02109 

^ :  BBO  File  No.  Bl-80-17 

Dear  Mr.  Flynn: 


by  Robert^.  ^ Johnson  ^an^h  brOUght  to  our  attention 

matters  be  closed  in 'this 'off ice?^  recomrnended  th*t  these 

th,_  matter  is  closed  and  has  not  been  docketed  bv 

Judical  “u“  RuSm41oinandiSin  the  Provisions  of  Supreme 
Bar  Overseers^pJed'JL?^?/^'1131—  °f  the  of 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  in  this  matter. 


DM/ cc 


iurs  truly. 


Dernot  Meagher 
Assistant  Bar  Counsel 


5GG 


< 


OFFICE  OF  THE  BAR  COUNSEL 
BOARD  OF  BAR  OVERSEERS  OF  THE  SUPREME  JUDICIAL  COURT 
ONE  WINTHROP  SQUARE 
BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS  02110 
(617)  426-8989 


BAR  COUNSEL 
Daniel  Klubock 

ASSISTANT  BAR  COUNSEL 

April  ]D,  1980 

INVESTIGATOR 
Francine  E.  Miles 


Bonnie  H.  MacLeod-Griffin 
Dermot  Meacrer 
James  S.  Bolan 
Eliza  McCormick  Feld 


Robert  E.  Johnson,  Jr. 

The  Church  of  Scientology 

448  Beacon  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02115 

RE:  BBO  File  No.  Bl-80-17  (Michael  J.  Flynn,  Esquire) 

Dear  Mr.  Johnson: 


ADriJI^aiT’iQRnreC^Pt  °f  y°Ur  hand-delivered  letter  dated 
iZ+l'  19?°;  ??  appears  that  you  had  not  yet  received 

letter^1"  °f  Apri1  2'  1980  at  the  time  ^ou  sent  us  your 


.  ^  enclosing  another  copy  of  that  letter.  I  have 

thItSthP  let^ff  dated  APril  3'  19 80  and  have  determined 

that  the  matter  will  not  be  reopened. 

I  regret  that  we  cannot  be  of  assistance  to  you. 


Yours  truly, 

E^rmot  Meagher  II 
Assistant  Bar  Counsel 

DM/can 

Enclosure 

bee  Michael  J.  Flynn ,  Esquire 
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ObblCAi  Ob  I  III-  MAR  COUNSEL 
BOARD  OI:  BAR  OVERSEERS  OE  Till:  SUPREME  JUDICIAL  COURT 
ELEVEN  BEACON  STREET 
BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS  02108 
(017)  720  0700 


BAR  COUNSEL 

Daniel  Kluiiock 

ASSISTANT  BAR  COUNSEL 

Bonnie  H.  MacLlod-Ciufiin 
Dekmot  Mlaciieh 
James  S.  Bolan 
Eliza  McCormick  Feld 
Constance  V.  Vecchione 
Paul  A.  A.  St.  Amour 

investigators  May  4,  1981 

James  J.  O'Neill 
Francine  E.  Mills 


Rev.  Robert  E.  Johnson,  Jr. 

The  Church  of  Scientology  of  Boston 

448  Beacon  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02115 

Re:  BBO  File  No.  B1-81-3V 

Dear  Reverend  Johnson: 

I  have  reviewed  and  investigated  the  matter  which 
you  brought  to  our  attention  regarding  Attorneys  Flynn, 
Greene  and  Hoffman. 

Please  be  informed  that  after  due  consideration  of 
this  matter,  the  file  has  been  closed  in  this  office  as 
not  involving  professional  misconduct  warranting  disci¬ 
plinary  action  by  the  Board  of  Bar  Overseers. 

I  am  sorry  that  we  cannot  be  of  assistance  to  you. 


Constance  V.  Vecchione 
Assistant  Bar  Counsel 


CVV/ch 

cc:  Michael  J.  Flynn,  Esq. 

Thomas  M.  Greene,  Esq. 
Thomas  G.  Hoffman,  Esq 
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hale  and  dorr 

.  COUNSELLORS  AT  law 
60  STAT  E  STREET 

T{.lex  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS  02109 

Oa  7  2 

Hit  cone  p 

DOMESTIC  (Ai7)  J6  7«i  J  J  (Si?)  74?  toiot* 

INT  C  A  NATIONAL  (A  i  7  )  J  6  7- 6  i  A  O 


HllPhQM 

(f»l/)  7  A it!  9IOD 

C  AU  l  t  AOO«  C  S 
HAT  IS  8S  N 


March  3,  1980 


Michael  J.  Flynn,  F.sq. 

3  Faneuil  Hall  Marketplace 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02109 

Dear  Mike: 


phoneAbstatPdmhnth  a6°  30  individual  called  me  on  the  tele- 
Pnone,  stated  his  name  was  Eric  White  and  t-hof- 

butaih!?h  T?oV£t  h\l  ^A°rk  «"•,?•“»«  heZentioned 

&r%laK  bT“%hV 

Sequelra  was  alive  ?rkwhefhfe“f-hUeStl°ns  about  whether  Mr* 
said  I  had  no  Idel  «f  h  f  “e  “aa  still  around  and  1 

about  you  He  asked  ir  “Z,  hatrted  aaklne  some  Rations 

“dtiSi  h*  1  h°^ht  *5i  j:n.5rf1s.r,.L“L,r11 

were  mv  bar"nUC  ofJ°Urs  in  the  case  and  «  to  whothej  there 
t^nly  not  and  S?  Jha,10"  °°"'Plalnta  Pending.  I  told  hi™ 
he  ir/fan*  3  d  3t  that  point  1  asked  him  if  he  was  sure  that 

told  him  that SJ ^thni^hf 3S  he  had  rePresented  to  be  and  I 

ridiculous.  He  repeated  tha?UhSti°nS  3r  th3t  point  were  Quite 
was  .calling  flL  !P  1  he  was  and  he  indicated  that  he 

J  pay  phone  and  the  conversation  ended. 


Ve ry-^truly  yours, 


•Douglas-  p .  Moxh 


am 


DGM/mob 
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MAT  Th  c  v,  BROWN 

ALFORD  P  RuONIC* 
HIRSH  FREED 
HENRT CESMER 
C D WARD  SChnEiOER 
AARON  J  BRONSTEIN 
MARVIN  N  CEtLER 
JACK  H  CALEChman 
DONALD  E  PAULSON 
KENNETH  A  KORB 
PETER  D  GENS 
LAWRENCE  M  LEVY 
STEPHEN  WOLFBERG 
PHILIP  C  SCHNEIDER 
M  FREDERICK  PRiT?KER 
JOEL  M  RECK 
ANDRE'  C  JASSE.  JR 
JCFFRCY  M  FREEDMAN 
CARL  E  AXELROD 


BROWN.  RU DN  1C K.  FREED  &  CESMER 

counsellors  AT  LAW 
ONE  FEDERAL  STREET,  BOSTON,  MASS.  02110 

TELEPHONE  (617)542-3000  •  CABLE  "LAW FIRM’  BOSTON 


February  1,  1980 


C«  f  RAlD  P  If, mi  CR 
uni  i  mon  m  OfluCKg  R 
PL  1  L  R  B  r  AMRO w 

Daniel  d  Sullivan 
ai  c  hander  D  kovel 
POT  D  TOulan.jr 
DAVID  G  STERN 
ROBERT  E  BROOKS 
HARRY  M  GROSSMAN 
M  ROBERT  DUShman 
GEORGE  L  COCHROS 

Tucker  drummond 

OAVID  J  TRACY 
JOSEPH  r  RYAN 
JOHN  AC  HAT  2 
HOWARD  L  LEVIN 

OF  COUNSEL 
JOHN  F  COLLINS 


Michael  Flynn,  Esquire 

One  Faneuil  Hall  Market  Place 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02109 

Dear  Mike: 

As  we  discussed  on  the  telephone  the  other  day,  this 
will  confirm  that  I  received  telephone  calls  from  someone 
claiming  to  be  Eric  White  who  alleged  that  he  was  writing  an 
article  concerning  medical  malpractice  cases  and  reguested 
information  concerning  you,  and  my  professional  opinion  of 
you  as  an  attorney. 

I  indicated  to  Mr.  White  that  I  was  reluctant  to  de- 
vulge  any  information  concerning  a  person's  character  over 
the  telephone,  even  if  that  information  would  be  complimen¬ 
tary  to  the  person. 

However,  Mr.  White  was  insistant  and  proceeded  to 
ask  questions  about  major  litigation  that  you  were  involved 
in  since  the  time  you  passed  the  Bar,  in  fields  other  than 
medical  malpractice.  Indeed,  the  caller  proceeded  to  ask 
questions  about  your  personality  during  law  school  and  your 
background  before  law  school. 

Since  I  did  not  recall  any  specific  incidents  during 
law  school,  I  was  very  general  in  my  responses,  despite  the 
caller's  insistence  on  specific  information. 

If  I  can  be  of  any  further  help,  please  do  not  hesi¬ 
tate  to  contact  me. 

Best  personal  regards. 


Sincerely , 


Sheldon  M.  Drucker 
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M  i:  N  ()  K 

FROM : 

Tom  II  o  1  iin  n 

•  • 

TO: 

File  s 

DATE  : 

August  26, 

1  9  8  .1 

RE  : 

Peggy  B  c  a r 

v -  Church  of  Sole 

* 


caif  ,  „  °n  Al,£USt  2°.  1981,  T  had  a  telephone  conversation  with 

Sanford  Katz  Esq.,  attorney  for  the  Church  of  Scientology,  New  York 
Mr.  Katz  called  to  say  that  the  Church  would  only  settle  for  the  amn 
P%ld  by  D«>nald  and  Peggy  Bear,  which  totals  approximately  $104  000  00 
and  that  the  Church  would  not  pay  an  additional  $10,000.00.  After  ro- 

$10  onoqnn  as  to  whether  the  Church  had  ever  agreed  to  pay 

$10,000.00  on  top  of  the  amount  paid  in,  Mr.  Katz  admitted  that  it  once 
had  made  that  agreement  but  that  Mr.  Flynn  had  rejected  the  offer 


Mr.  Katz  again,  as  in  previous  telephone 
repeated  the  taunt  that  we  should  personally  ascertain 
and  Peggy  Bear  were  agreeing  to  settle  since  Mr.  Flynn 
trusted .  J 


conf  er ences , 
whether  Donald 
could  not  be 


^1#  Katz  stated  that  " I  am  looking  forward  to  Mr.  Flynn’s 
disbarment.  I  asked  him  to  repeat  that  statement  and  after  he  did  I 
repeated  it  and  asked  him  if  that  was  an  exact  quotation.  He  stated 
that  it  was.  I  said  to  him  that  that  was  a  he]]  of  one  thing  lor  one 
lawyer  to  say  to  another  lawyer  since  it  is  slanderous.  I  asked  him  for 
the  underlying  facts  and  after  repeated  requests  for  the  facts  that  he 
had  relating  to  any  claim  that  he  had  that  Michael  Flynn  had  acted  unpro- 
essionally,  all  he  could  say  was  that  it  was  the  way  that  Mr.  Flynn  had 
been  conducting  the  settlement  negotiations  nationwide.  Katz  asserted 

settlement  was  Flynn’s  way  of  cashing  in  and  spreading 
I  asked  him  whether  he,  on  behalf  of  the  Church,  had  or 
file  any  complaint  with  the  Bar  Association.  Mr.'*  Katz 
file  d  s u  c  h  a  c  o  m p lain  t  . 


that  the  Bear ’ s 
out  his  losses, 
was  prepared  to 
said  he  had  not 


*  stated  to  Mr.  Katz  that  1  had  an  obligation  to  inform 
Mr.  Flynn  of  his  statements  and  he  said  "go  right  ahead." 

Subsequently,  I  telephoned  Michael  Flynn  and  informed  him 
of  the  substance  of  the  above  conversation  with  Sanford  Katz,  Esq. 


T  A 1 1  /  j  d  w 
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UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE 

DISTRICT  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 
No.  79-2491-g 


LaVENDA  VANSCHAICK,  ET  A L, 
Plaintiff  s , 


- x 


VS. 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
CALIFORNIA,  ET  AL, 

Defendants . 


DEPOSITION  of  KEVIN  TIGHE,  a  witnes 
herein,  taken  pursuant  to  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 

Federal  Rules  of  civil  Procedure,  at  the  offices  of  Michael  J. 

Flynn,  Esquire,  12  Union  Wharf,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02109, 

on  Monday,  December  20,  1982,  commencing  at  10=15  a.m.,  before 
Karen  E.  Rizma„,  .  Notary  Public  „ithin  ^  ^  ^ 

of  Massachusetts. 


RIZMAN  COURT  REPORTING 

18  TREMONT  STREET 
BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS  02108 
(617)  227-1688 
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1  knOW  Wh°  She  *or,  for  the  Church  of 

B  ci  entology . 

Of  California? 

I  -imagine;  but  that's  my  guess. 

And  at  the  time,  you  Wftre  „orkinq  for  ^  of 

•Scientology  of  Boston,  right? 

Right. 

^  you  were  being  briefed  by  ^  ^  ^ 

California  out  in  Los  Angeles? 

x  was  Xoaned  to  the  church  of  Scientology,  California,  bv 
Boston. 

Okay.  That's  two  times. 

What  other  -  for  what  other  purposes  did  you  go  to 
Los  Angeles? 

That's  actually  three  times.  There's  twice  in  December 

for  the  legal  case,  once  flying  out  to  be  briefed,  once 

when  we  ended  it  for  December  and  flew  bach  out  and  cane 

DaCk '  °nCe  the  trash  documents  out. 

x  don't  really  recall,  to  tell  you  the  truth. 

erenber  going  out  there  often  in  1981,  as  many 
as  15  times? 

Yeah,  i  went  out  once  se  ^ 

once  as  -  once,  twice  in  one  week,  and 

I  believe  once  was  a  discussion  with  reaard  to  > 

1  re?aro  to  what  to  do 

i-.ith  the  trash  documents,  j"st  dic^ 

'  D“St  dlscussl°n.  And  the  second 


12 

13 

14 

15 
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17 
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timo  t licit  wosk  ws.s  i,,  ? 

actually,  physically,  bringing  them  out 

Again,  they  were  probably  mostly  briefings.  I„ 

other  words,  instead  of  speaking  to  somebody  on  a  ..hone  or 

something  about  strategy  or  where  we  want  to  prooeed,  we'd 

be  flown  out  for  a  weekend  and  have  meetings  and  develop 
strategy. 

Okay.  Who  flew  you  out? 

Boston  would  always  pay  for  it,  as  far  as  I  know. 

Did  you  ever  see  the  checks? 

Ko,  because  for  the  most  part,  they  were  paid  for  at  the 

airport,  but  I'm  almost  sur<=  r 

t  sure  -  i  mean ,  that  would  be  easy 

to  find  out,  I  suppose,  if  Boston  would  pay  for  it. 

Kow  do  you  know? 

Because  I'd  have  to  get  with  the  finance  person  in  Boston 
to  make  sure  that  the  reservation  was  made,  and  find  out 
what  the  cheapest  flight  or  the  best  available  flight  was. 
But  you  don't  know  where  the  finance  officer  was  getting 
his  approval  for  the  flight,  do  you? 

No#.  don't  know. 

Can  you  remember  any  other  reason  you  went  to  Los  Lnceles 
«  1981,  other  than  what  you've  testified  to? 

I  think  what  I  testified 

testified  to  pretty  much  covers  it. 

All  right. 

HOW/  y°U  t0°k  Sorce  documents  from,  this  office 
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compound;  is  that  correct? 

YSS'  Traih'  like  y°“  “ere  about  to  say. 

Go  ahead. 

the  question  is:  Did  you  take  some  documents  fron 
this  office  compound? 

If  you  can  define  that? 

"Office  compound"  means  anywhere  i 

•ere,  any  location  inside  th 

gates  that  front  on  the  public  highway. 

“ell,  for  the  most  part,  with  reoard  to  the  .• 

-  ra  to  the  action  you're 

talking  about,  there  were  no  gates. 

AW  right.  Anywhere  inside  the  line  that  runs  along  -  an 
we'll  get  some  pictures  at  the  break  — 

No,  that's  fine. 

Go  ahead. 

that  runs  -  you  know  where  the  Granite  Building,  the 

faCS  °f  ^  Granlte  °ut  front.  Union  Wharf, 

Wel1'  there'S  2  -  i»  the  back  there,  okay! 

All  right. 

F  j  ne . 

Do  you  know  where  the  facP 

^e  face  of  the  Granite  Building  is, 

along  the  sidewalk? 

Sure . 

All  richt. 


then  there  '  s 


parking  area  behind  that  Grar.it* 


76 


Building;  is  that  right? 

Right.  That's  correct. 

Now,  you've  walked  into  that  parking  area;  is  that  correct?1 
Bure .  1 

»hen  you  walked  into  that  parking  area  -  gust  yes  or  no  - 

did  you  know  whether  or  not  it  was  private  property  or  not: 

Did  I  know  whether  or  not  it  was  private  property  or  not? 

No,  I  didn't  know  whether  it  was  private  property  or  not. 
You  didn't  know? 

That's  correct. 

Okay. 

Did  you  know  whether  there  was  a  security  guard? 

Sure.  i  often  talked  to  hit,,  had  cigarettes  with  hit,, 
spoke  to  him  about  what  I  was  doing. 

Okay,  your  testimony  is  that  you  had  conversations  with 
the  security  guard  — 

Several . 

at  Union  Wharf? 

Several . 

All  right. 

Does  "several"  mean  two  or  tore  than  two? 

Over  whatever  period,  a  two- and- a  hnif 

-  ana  a  half-year  period  of  tire 

between  here  and  back  at  Fane-il  k  = ,,  i 

r ane„il  hall,  I  probably  spoke  to : 

them  20.  30  maybe  even  40  times.  ! 
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A11  right'  WS're  goinU  to  forget  Faneuil  flail 
Good.  20  times  is  a  good  ballpark  figure. 

s  you  had  conversations  with  the  security  guard  at 
Union  Wharf;  is  that  correct? 

Y6S'  M°re  °ne;  there  —  probably  two  or  three 

security  guards. 

All  right. 

NOW.  gunerally,  what  ttae  „f  the  day  dw 
those  conversations? 

It  was  either  in  the  evening,  ,e,v  late  -  eieven,  tweive 

o  clock  at  night  -  or  very  early  in  the  morning  -  5:30, 
six  in  the  morning. 

A*d  what  was  the  substance  of  those  conversations,  as  best 
you  can  recall? 

"Hi,  how  ya  doing?  If.  cola  out.  Got  a  light?"  KothinQ 

you  know,  "Hey,  can  you  come  in  the  morning,  because 

people  don't  want  you  coming  here  at  nighty"  That  was  one 

conversation.  "Please  come  in  the  morning." 

““  the  security  guard  give  you  permission  to  come  onto 
the  property? 

matter  of  fact,  a  guy  named  Warren,  who  was  .the 
overall  supervisor  here,  about  the  first  week  that  you  ! 

InOVed  lnt°  thlS  COrnplex'  accompanied  me  around,  lettinc  me! 
take  trash.  '  I 
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hhat  is  his  name? 

Warrren. 

Do  you  remember  his  last  name? 

No. 

But  he  was  the  superintendent,  or  person  in  charge 

of  the  crews,  and  he  let  me  -  he  actually  let  me  come 
into  the  bunding,  tate  ,  barrel,  and  walk  ^  ^ 

Come  into  what  building? 

Come  into  the  comnlPY  t»™ 

*-UillPiex,  i  m  sorrv  —  oh 

y  vti,  no,  into  the 

building,  the  middle  building  over  here,  where  the  -  lt..| 

residential  and  offices,  and  let  me  use  the  barrel  that  he 

pushed  around,  putting  trash  into  Hp 

into.  He  gave  me  permission. 

Ke  let  you  use  his  barrel? 

Pushcart.  And  let  me  walk  around  freely. 

So  you  walked  around  with  his  barrel  — 

Freely.  He  let  me  do  it. 
in  the  gray  building? 

in  the  gray  buiIaing,  around  the  co.plet,  uherever  , 

wanted  to  oo .  hp 

yu,  ne  said,  No  problem." 

hell,  let’s  —  you  were  in  the  gray  building  with  the 
pushcart? 

yes.  That’s  where  they  store  it. 

Ana  you  waited  around  the  Cray  building,  retrieving  trash? 
Inside  the  gray  building,  around  the  cornet  here,  out  b-  ' 
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I  didn't  discuss  it  with  him,  no. 

Okay. 

So  you  just  thought  up  this  ruse,  that  you  were  en 
artist  looking  for  _ 

Wel1'  ^  ^  °f  the  matter  is'  “«e's  a  book  published 
on  the  subject,  which  is  available  in  any  library,  in 

which  I  believe  there's  legal  precedents  saying  that  it's 
okay  to  do,  which  you  — 

Who  told  you  about  that  book? 

Somebody  -  I  don '  t  know.  Somebody  brought  it  to  my 
attention.  I'm  not  even  sure.  it  was  — 

And  what  is  your  — 

Anyway  let  me  finish  my  answer. 

Oh,  go  ahead. 

Good. 

And,  based  on  that  book,  it  was  done.  As  far  as 
guise  of  an  artist,  it  was  an  off-the-cuff  thing) 
the  first  time  I  needed  to  think  something  up.  There  was 

""  3  "  ^  WaS  SVen  "  there  was  even  a  subject) 

of  tne  same  type  of  investigative  technique  in  The  Real 

Paper  approximately  two  vearc  =  u  * 

-  '  before  it  went  down  the 

drain . 


too? 


So  you  read  it  in  The  Real  Paper, 

^fter  I  had  begun.  Ther^'<-  n  i 

lucre  s  -T.n  investigator 


aown  in  Quincy 
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that  uses  the  technique. 

Do  you  recall  the  name  of  the  book? 

-as,  of  Henry  Kissinger  and  varies  other  celebrities  and 
then  making  them  into  sculptures. 

where  did  you  learn  about  the  book? 

Agnm,  lt  Was  mentioned  to  me  at  some 
point  and  I  don't  recall. 

What  iS  y°Ur  Mm0ry  °f  “hat  book  says  with  regard  to 

thS  16981  PreCe"ntS  — sibriity  of  taking 

the  trash? 

Didn  t  read  the  book;  just  glanced  through  it,  saw  that  he  I 
had  went,  I  think  =  ii  a.u 

e  way  up  to  the  Supreme  Court  and | 

gotten  a  decision  in  his  favor  i  be3i« 

'  1  belleve'  against  Henry 

Kissinger . 

80  teSti"OTy  ™  glanced  through  a  book  - 

Yes. 

-  that  said  it  was  legally  permissible  to  go  and  take 
people's  trash? 

No,  that's  not  my  testimony. 

Well,  did  you  testify  that  you  were  — 

«y  testimony  is  that  X  saw  a  book,  glanced  through  it,  and 

ln  that  book  there's  *  I 

s  some  type  of  ~ 

ib1  i  legal  precedent  with 

regard  to  this  individual  far  a  .  ! 

_ ___  '  °far  as  w‘^t  the  precedent  iS/! 


i 


A 

Q 

A 

Q 


Was  that  the  time  that- 
Garrity? 

No,  it  was  before  that. 

What's  your  be^-t- 

,d 

1  d  say,  maybe  six 
Cay. 

How  long  had  you  been  taking  the  trash 

were  told  by  Mr  Sha  **  y°U 

y  Mr.  Snaw  that  he  harf 

subject’  How  ,  "  reSearchi”9  the 

ong  had  you  been  taking  the  trash  h  , 
that?  trash  before 

^  be9M  t«U»»  ‘he  trash  here,  or  - 

JUSt  1St'S  deaI  "ith  U"ion  When  did  , 
t*«ng  the  trash  here’  9“ 

Appr°xirnately  a  week  after  you  „oved  here  and  x  h 
you  moved  here  in  the  surnter  of  .80  '  ^ 

•80.  x  don't  -  x  thi  k 

If  ,  “  "as  the  spring  of  .80, 

1  suggest  to  you  it  was  f»k 

was  February  of  lgpn  a 

refresh  your  memory  at  all?  ^ 

could  have  very  easily  been,  sure. 

AH  right. 

S°  '°U  t0°k  the  trash  from  here  bet. 

'8°  ««  sorretime  six  to  „<  " 

■81  -  6  r'°nthS  b8f0re  the  fall  of 
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Before  Mr.  Shaw  told  you  _ 

I  m  not  even  with  you.  if  VOu’re  askirm 

asking  me  a  question, 

start  again. 

Ml  right,  let's  start  over  again. 

®at's  your  best  memory  of  how  long  you  took  the 
trash  fro,  Union  Wharf  before  Mr.  Shaw  told  you  that  he 

had  researched  the  taking  of  trash  bet. 

trash  between  —  from  public 

or  Prj’-vate  property? 

Again ,  you're  going  to  have  to  get  your  guestions  so  i  car 
understand  them. 

All  right. 

At  S°”’e  POint  in  the  “rly  part  of  1980(  you  were 

taking  trash  fro.  Union  Wharf;  is  that  correct. 

Early  part  of  1980?  Yes. 

All  right. 

And  at  some  point  Mr-  cu  .  . 

p  rnt,  Mr.  Shaw  told  you  that  he  was 

researching  the  laws  about  taking  trash  « 

casing  trash  from  public  or 

Private  property;  is  that  correct? 

That's  correct. 

All  right. 

Ana  your  best  memory  of  when  Mr.  sha„  did  that  ^ 

-  to  nine  months  before  the  fall  of  ,1;  ls  that  correct; 
J-hat  s  correct. 

30  that  would  put  it  roughly  i„  the  time  of  ....  ...  .  ! 

_ _ _  w  ^  /  bay,  an,  v  n  e  r  ° 


between  February  and  May  190,  ..  „ 

V  81'  “at  Mr'  ^aw  told  vou 

“  ^  ““  rSSearChi^  “•  1«  on  that  subject? 

1  Right. 

So  at  that  point,  you  had  been  takinn  ,k 

n  taklng  the  trash  for 

roughly  a  year  from  Union  Wharf;  is  tKat  co 

9  ^  correct? 

Right. 

Now,  during  that  year  did  , 

you  research  the  law  or  make 

any  attempt  to  find  out  whether  it  „as  legally  oe 
,  regally  permissible 

go  onto  private  property  and  take  trash? 

No. 

AH  right.  Now,  as  i  understand 

understand  your  testimony,  you  had 

approximately  10  conversations  with  security  guards  at 

-on  hh«rf ,  where  they  told  you  that  you  could  do  it. 

No.  I  had  20  conversations  with 

ons  with  security  guards.  There 

oonvereations  were  usually  more  along  the  line,  ”H,  ho„ 

you  doing  tonight?  Gee,  it's  mid 

°ld  out'  it’s  snowino.” 

It  s  hot  " 

ou  9°t  a  cigarette's "  Mv^ 

9  rette-  You  got  a  licht?" 

vou  know.  "Ifs  late,  !■„  tired.” 

Where  did  you  have  those  conversation  • 

conversations  m  the  normal 

course? 

Usually  in  the  oarkinc  lot  ban 

'  0t'  because  they  made  rounds, 

usuallv  in  t 

-  m  t.,e  parking  lot  there  u 

e-  right  by  the  chixvste r- 

occasionally,  by  the  enclosed  area  there.  KOuld  say 
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bUildin9S  here  -  i-ft  right  outside.  At 

at  that  ti.e  x  saw  that.  And  so  the  barr£l  ^ 

n  used  to  throw  your  trash  into  the  barrel  and 
brought  hath  to  the  duster.  As  it  turned  out.  it  was  .. 

klnd  "  bri"9  ^  directly  ha.  A  there  tor 

US  . 

So  you  used  this  barrel  to  nn  = 

to  go  around  and  pick  up  the  trash 

nd  bring  it  to  the  dumpster? 

i  used  the  barrel^  t  Tn’4.u 

'  th  the  Permission  of  Warren  —  at 

some  point,  I  went  around  with  Warren-  at  oth.  , 

en'  at  other  times  he 

ist  me  do  it  by  mvself  t  i-u  ■  ^ 

y  j-yseir.  i  think  the  first-  *  ,-„,**  u 

nrst  time,  he  might 

l-e  walked  around  with  .e  -  in  all  did  „aybe  two  ti.es 

NOW,  you  were  interested  in  getting  the  trash  fro.  „y 
office;  is  that  right? 

That’s  correct. 

All  right. 

Did  you  walk  around  Union  Wharf  with  Warren  and 

collect  trash  from  other  offices  and  h  • 

ces  and  bring  it  to  the 

dumpster? 

Only  so  that  —  Ves  tn 

yes,  to  answer  your  question. 

For  what  reason? 

So  that  I  wouldn’t  co  directlv  to 

til  to  your  office,  take  vour 

trash.  it  would  kind  of  stick  out  a  little. 

You  did  it  as  a  cover? 
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Right. 

In  connection  with  vnnv 

“  Y0Ur  COVer  y°u  were  an  artist 

looking  for  _ 

That's  correct. 

Okay . 

And  at  any  point  in  time,  did  Warren  tell  you  not 
to  do  it? 

No. 

Do  you  know  how  long  Warren  was  here? 

No  idea.  I  saw  him  the  first  tow  a 

1TSt  few  da-vs,  when  he  gave  me 
permission  to  do  it  «uu 

'  the  PenRiMion  was  pretty  much  no 

Problem  with  me  T y=  _  ,  , 

e  one  in  charge  of  that,  and  he 
didn't  have  any  problem  on  it. 

All  right. 

And  did  any  °ther  gU“d  —  9ive  you  permissions 

one  9uara  told  me  not  to  come  at  night,  hut  it  was  okay, 
come  in  the  morning,  because  it  disturbed  people  in  the 

evening.  They  might  think  it  was  a  h„  , 

it  was  a  burglar  or  something. 

And  when  did  the  guard  tell  you  that? 

-os,  x  have,  really,  no  recollection  of  when  it  was, 

except  it  wasn't  during  the  cold  season.  It  „ouid  have 
been  during  the  summer. 

AaS  2t  3  night  —  was  it  '80  or  '81? 

Ch ,  it  was  —  t  t  ,  , 

know  if  it  was  '80  or  '81. 
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inner? 

*>e  started  coirino  in  th 

DW  ever  co.e  at  nioht  ^ 

Very  possib,  "  *  “ter 

P  SlWe-  **»«■»  tac. 

^  -•  We  »i9ht  have  .tart  d  ""  "  dW  *>“*•  1 
Did  y°U  -r  vear  a  beeper?  '  •**». 

At  one  time  r 

'-me,  i  Was  __ 

1  had  a  job.  yes 

If  You  want  to  kno 

Know  why.  it1 a 

—  -  — ore  a  heeter-  r  :  M9 

^es.  -  ’  lh  that  right? 

AH  right. 

Dld  y°U  6Ver  ooce  here  „ith  . 

Sure.  th  anyone  else? 

who  else  did 

z  c.„  y°“  ^  here  „ith? 

here  "ith  Warren  fris?e 

ML°b*>-  I  thin*  that  e .  C^uck  Malone,  Paul  Lad 

nat  covers  it. 

nd  oid  those  people  —  in  th 

Wlth  another  person?  6  n°rnial  C°UrSe'  <Ud  *ou  co, 

^  thS  n°riPal  COurse ,  no. 

In  the  normal  course  Vn 

pn  .  '  ‘  Cape  alone? 

r  the  most  narf 

Part,  yeah. 

CW  y°U  eV6r  ■*«.  an,  of  ^ 

ti0"ed  ~  ^  other  person  Kas  D  '  "  — 

^  a  loo;;out  .  aS  P°s‘-e*  as  a  Iookout, 

ut-  I  ron'f  __  -  L- 


I  con  1 1 


recall 


/  no . 


You  don't  recall  =  ~  - - - — 

^  °f  th6rr  be^g  posted  as  a  1  , 

D°  you  recall  haV  ^okout. 

having  any  conversan 

those  people  about  usina  ^  ®ny  °f 

USln9  your  beeper  so  tK 

n°tify  you  «  a  guard  „as  co  .  “  Could 

A  35  conu"9  there? 

Never  had  such  a 

h  a  conversatlon? 

T  “  y°U  *>  borate  on  the  beep£r 

Irore  than  giad  to.  1Ssue'  X'd  be 

Well,  Mr.  Ti ghe  — 

”  y°“'re  i»  the  facts. 

haVe  you  heard  of  a  no,  ■ 

No.  P  1Cy  caUed  "jr l»?  I 

Have  you  ever  sppn  I 

"  a  Policy  called  -TRLr, 

No  idea  XT.  ^  ? 

'ever  seen  a  policy;  don't  t  ' 

Have  you  ever  rece ■  “  "hat  U  is- 

deceived  any  training  for  ,  . 

Lying  under  oath?  No  y1"9  ™der  °ath 

tc  outflow  false  data  effect- 
^  etfectively>  H.,, 

that  policy?  *  Ve  you  ever  hea 

No . 

Do  you  know  whether  that’.? 

s  any  Dart  of  r 

training?  ‘  ~  Guardian’s  OffiCe 

N°‘  1  kno"  it's  not. 

low  co  you  know  it's  not? 

Because  I've  never  been  tra • 

_  en  trained  on  it  a  - 

-  11  -1  L  ,  3Pg  t  i  , . 

- - _ - __  '  l  ve  np’v  v-  ^ 

^  ijtver  seen 
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'  Ur  —  th 

e*tert  of  hQ  "cope  of  v 

f  yoUr  >n  y° ur  >n 

becsn  kno”ledQe  *n°Wedoe 

e  you  We  fcO  why  ,,  , 

Right •  0t  trai^ed  ^  it,  S  n0t  a  PoJ 


U 

bid  an 

anY  ore  e., 

^  x  er  te7  7 

w°.  If.,  11  y°u  it  . 

s  the  fj  a®  not  a 

All  ,,  rSt  J’ve  h  P°-Ucy, 

ri9ht  heard  3h  y- 

about  it> 

bet's  „ 

?st  hac>  +. 

°  W6're  c^ar,  is  °  ^  ^ash.  yo 

y°U  ^tiered,  n°ne  of  the  ^  teStil7,°J 

Io°bout?  ,  ^  ^  0t*er  pe  SS  °ther  PeoPIe 

So^  was  « 

Not  *  e^er  r,n 

,,  ”y  recolle  ‘  tec 

*11  ■  ■Zectio  r  n 

'  1  riSht.  '  POsted  as 

a  lo°kout 

Did  **  ever 

^  «<**«*  and  C°"  and  tft 
I  ’ r*  siv  ^he  trj=  , 

SUre  ve  Cs  a-n!.?  sh  betw 

Ho*  Often  rin?  those  «.  • 

Wen  ^  you  Vn  '  Su«. 

■  lte  Often  .  burin 

So  it  at  ^ouid  i  g  those  hn 

at  couid  b  id  i>e  just  ^ours? 

ofter  it  7  lke'  7°?  of  th  St  tWel^e  rid 

Was  bef0rp>  the  t.iwe  ^ht, 

dUrj"°  ‘0°se  h  '  '  bef°re  «*.  So  UaJJV  Matter 

*  -  ..t  J7" 

— - 'e  °'  Oloch. 
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For  the  most  part. 

I.hy  did  you  choose  past  twelve  o'clock,  Mr.  Tighe? 

Well,  for  obvious  reasons;  there's  less  people  around. 
Why  did  you  want  less  people  around? 

well,  because  it's  somethin,  that  is  out  of  the  ordinary 
in  other  words,  if  there  was  a  lot  of  traffic  coding 

through  the  parking  lot,  people  eight  complain  about  it. 
You  didn  t  want  people  to  know  about  it? 

They  could  know  about  it  all  they  wanted,  as  far  as  I  „a! 
concerned.  It's  whether  we  would  be  asked  to  stoP  doing 

it,  so  we  avoided  confrontations  with  people  so  that  we 
weren't  bothering  anybody. 

That’s  why  you  used  the  cover  story  — 

Yeah.  Veil,  I  didn't  want  — 

"  so  you  could  keep  doing  it? 

-  to  go  around  saying  I  was  taking  Mike  Flynn's  trash, 
because  it  might  get  back  to  you. 

Why  didn't  you  want  it  to  get  back  to  me? 

Because  we  wanted  to  continue  the  intelligence  activity. 

Now,  did  you  know  I  was  an  attorney  when  you  were  doing 
that? 

Yes . 

And  who  suggested  that  you  do  it? 

I  don't  rec.->.ll  it  specifically  being  succested. 
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!  Md  anyone  to  do  it,  ^ 

:i:;hink  u  ms  ~  -  -  * — — 

uthorization.  It's  nnt  4-u  ,  . 

had  to  get  autho  •  6  lnd  °f  thin9  Y°U  SPeCXficalJ 

9  authorization  for,  I  wouldn't  say. 

It's  not? 

It  s  information  collection  t 

ection .  i  mean,  it  could  be 

?oln?  to  the  library. 

All  iricrht  T+-  f  , 

your  testimony  that,  under  c  o 

“  was  not  the  type  of  thi  fc 

for-  is  th  .  "9  y°“  needed  autk°f  izatioi 

'  that  y°ut  testimony? 

I  never  needed  it,  no.  No. 

Did  you  ever  get  approval  for  it? 

Approval? 

Right. 

1  don't  know  exactly  what  you  mean. 

Did  anyone  ever  tell  you  to  do  it? 

1  don't  specifically  recall-  t  k., ■ 

When  „e  f  Dalieve,  at  that  time  - 

"lrSt  c’ri9i.'iilly  started  it  -  Garv  l 

Boston,  and  it  was  a  s  *' 

suggestion;  it  „as  somethinc,  vOU 

know,  a  means  of  obtain; 

staining 

.  -ation,  investigative 

technique . 

Cary  Lawrence  told  you  about  it; 

1  believe  it  wac 

1t  could  have  bee~  at-  k* 

_  ueen  at  h,s  sucg.  stior 
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D°  Y°U  ta°"  Ms  post  was? 

know  „hat  his  post  was<  ^ 

Do  you  know  whether  he  was  in 

ln  the  u.s.g.o.? 

Veah,  he  was  in  the  o.s.a.o. 

And  he  came  to  Rnef 

Boston  and  spoke  to  you  about  it-  is 
right?  ls  the 

A^ong  other  things,  yeah. 

w*at  else  did  he  speak  to  you  about? 

I  think  —  no  COurt  checks  had  been 

the  other  atto  °n  yourself  and 

attorneys,  checking  courts  -  h,  •  . 

collection  -  got  tho  ^  lnf°riRation 

9  1  those  wronc ,  I  believe  w 
an  the  docket  sheets  in  tk  ’  thr°U?' 

the  various  Counties  to 

type  of  case?  u  t0  See  wha1 

cases,  what  type  of  i  =, 

know  h  ^Yer  y°“  ware-  “hat,  you 

°W'  "hat  «ses  you  tried. 

When  did  you  have  this  non 

conversation  with  Mr  r 

Would  have  .  Lawrence? 


18 

Q 

And  the  U.s.g. 

19 

is  that  right? 

20 

A 

1  believe  that 

21 

believe  it  is. 

22  1 

1  Q 

A-ll  right. 

23 

And  your 

24 
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J  believe  so. 

anyone  accompany  Mr.  Lawrence? 

L  No . 

And  did  he  Sh°"  any  misslon  orders? 

Yes . 

What  did  he  show  you? 

Mission  orders, 
hhat  did  they  say? 

ry- a9ain-  w°uid  ^  like,  ,.Get  a 

liaison  in  with  Legal- 

^  '  ^md  out  whs f  • 

Wftat  s  going  on  with  the 

cases;  do  court  checks  on  +h 

people  involved,"  meaning 
go  through  civil  cases,  see  if  ^  , 

civil  Y  ”  inVOlved  in  any 

Clvii  cases .  We  4-u 

an  thro^gh  docket  sheets 

tn  rr^4-  JT  '  /  to  try 

a  fee!  for  „hat  Wnd  of  lawyer  you  Kere_  what  wn- 

—  you  had  tried.  Chech  newspapers, 
investigative  techniques. 

Did  the  mission  order  have  on  it  the  trash 

trash  retrieval? 

elieve  it  may  have  said  "check 

'  CheCk  °Ut  POSSibilitv 

you  know,  of  obtaining  it  su„  „ 

came  from.  ’  '  '  robabl-v  “here  it 

And  dld  the  mission  orders  have  anvtbj 

anything  on  there  about 

9  a  plant  inside  my  office? 

No. 

You ' re  sure  about  that? 
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A 

0 

A 
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k 
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D°  y°U  kn°“  Mr-  Lawrence  is  today? 

No  idea.  I'd  say  he's  in  California,  but  I  — 

Do  you  know  whether  he's  in  i-h  nu 

5  ^  thG  Church  outside  the 

Church? 

don  believe  he  is.  on  staff? 

D°  vou  know  Mr.  Klopper? 

Yes. 

Did  you  have  anv  deaiin 

y  lings  wjth  Mr.  Klopper? 

wsit  a  minute. 

Paul  Klopper? 

^  N°'  1  "*  tWnkin9  °f  «...  NO,  I  don't 

Know  who  he  is. 

A11  right. 

Now,  you  mentioned  a  fellow  bv  th. 

Malone?  "  na"a  °f  Chuck 

Yes . 

Did  you  know  Mr.  Malone? 

Sure . 

private  investigator? 

^  TOSn,t  rOSin?;  h*  *  Private  i„vestigator 
"di0  YOU  ^  WhSth-  to  me,  offerinc  his 

_  65  ^  IRe>  35  3  Prlvate  investigator,  working  for  re? 
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9 

10 

11 
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A 

Q 

A 


A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 


1  *n°“  “  ^  "  -VO,  came  t0  hiTr.  i  know! 

that  there  were  conversations  between  the  two  of  you.  How 
it  came  about,  I  don't  know. 

d°  y°U  knOW  Wh6ther  “  »<*  »>e  tried  to  enter  into  my 
employ  as  a  private  investipator  whiie  he  was  actually  an 
undercover  investigator  for  the  Church? 

I  don't  know. 

Do  you  know  anything  about  that? 

I  know  that  conversations  took  place  —  or  a  on 

t'  «<-e  or  a  conversation 


took  place  between  you  two. 
How  do  you  know  that? 
Because  he  told  me. 

What  did  he  tell  you? 

That  he  had  spoken  to  you. 
About  what? 


Just  that  -  don't  actually  know,  don't  know. 

Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he»  h **  I 

or  not  he  had  any  mrssion  orders  to  do 


that? 


19 

A 

No,  i  don't  know. 

20 

Q 

All  right. 

21 

Did  you  ever  have 

22 

Garretano ,  .Mr.  Tighe? 

23 

A 

Yes . 

24 

o 

When? 
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united  states  district  court 

FOR  TRE 

DISTRICT  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 


DA  VENDA  VAN 
HcUnxCiv,  et  Ax 


Plaintiffs 


v. 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
CALIFORNIA,  et  al. 

Defendants 


) 

•/ 


CIVIL  ACTION 
NO.  79-2491-G 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  WARREN  H.  F R T g if tt 


> 


'cllows  under  the  pains  and  panaltias  _f  -crjury: 

1.  I  have  personal  Knowledge  of  the  facts  set 
forth  in  this  affidavit  and  if  called  upon  to  testify  ir 
Court,  could  do  so  of  my  own  personal  knowledge. 

2.  I  am  34  years  old  and  reside  in  lynn,  Massa-  . 
chusetts. 


I,  Warren  B.  Friske,  hereby  depose  and  state 


.  3.  Between  the  years  1972  and  1982,  I  was  a 

member  of  the  Church  of  Scientology  of  Boston,  ("Boston-). 
In  197G,  I  was  recruited  by  Deac  Finn  to  join  ‘the  Guardian’s 
Office,  (  G.O.  ),  which  I  joined  after  the  F.B.I.  raid  in 
July,  1977.  i  became  the  Branch  2  Director  and  the  Director 
of  the  Combat  Information  Center,  ("C.I.C."),  both  of  which 

the  G.O.  My  duties  as  Branch  2  Director  primarily 
related  to  internal  security,  and  my  duties  as  C.I.C. 
Director  primarily  related  to  maintaining  G.O.  files. 

<•  While  working  in  the  G.O.,  I  was  involved 
in  numerous  intelligence  gathering  operations  and  programs 
against  Attorney  Michael  J.  Flynn,  LaVenda  Van  Schaick, 

Larry  stifler,  Janet  Troy,  Marjorie  Hansen,  the  Lebowits 

‘  r  '  '■ — ^  rJthcrr  -J  ■  o'-th-a.  operations 

and  programs  are  outlined  in  this  affidavit,  but  this  affi¬ 
davit  is  not  inclusive  of  all  operations  and  programs  that 
I  was  involved  in  while  I  was  in  the  G.O.,  because  such 

operations  and  programs  are  too  extensive  and  comprehensive 
to  include  in  this  affidavit. 


5.  In  general,  all  members  of  the  Boards  of 
Directors  of  all  corporations,  including  Boston,  are  re- 
q  *  ed  to  sign  undated  resignations  in  advance  of  their 
appointment  as  a  director.  For  example,  in  Boston  the  G.O 
prepared  a  ‘parallel  corporation",  of  which  I  served  as 
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one^of  the  directors  and  for  which  I  was  required  to  sign 
an  undated  resignation  in  advance.  The  purpose  of  this 
corpora  tier,  was  to  have  it  available  to  transfer  all  of 
the  assets  of  Boston  in  the  event  that  the  assets  became 
reachable  through  legal  process. 


6.  I  saw  numerous  files  in  the  G.O.  pertaining 
to  intelligence  reports  on  Paulette  Cooper.  I  saw  some 
files  relating  back  to  the  period  in  the  mid  1970's  in¬ 
volving  Paulette  Cooper  which  files  contain  documents  re¬ 
lating  to  the  burglary  of  the  office  of  Dr.  Stanley  Cath, 
Paulette  Cooper’s  psychiatrist,  and  in  connection  with 
operations  against  Cooper.  In  October,  1977,-the  G.O. 
destroyed,  under  the  direction  of  a  D.S.  G.O.  Mission, 


nunareds  or  sensitive'  uocu iuehts "  Copper  LZl  * 

*  °perations  against  her.  Right  up  to  the  time  I  leftttc 
G.O.,  in  March,  1982,  there  were  regular  intelligence'^  ' 
reports  involving  Paulette  Cooper.  From  March,  1981  to  ' 
January,  1982,  there  were  communications,  on  almost  a 
weekly  basis,  on  the  telex  line  between~the  U.S.  G.o7  in 
California  and  Boston  pertaining  to  Cooper.  For  example. 


it  was  customarily  discussed  as  routine  G.O.  policy  that 
the  appropriate  method  of  dealing  with  Cooper  was  to  con¬ 
stantly  pressure  her  and  harass  her  through  various  means 
including  the  bringing  of  frivolous  lawsuits.  In  1981 
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the  G.O,  decided  that  a  lawsuit  should  be  brought  against 
Paulette  Cooper  and  Kevin  Flynn  in  connection  with  an  at¬ 
tempted  deprogramming  of  Ellen  and  Chris  Garrison  by  Ellen 
Garrison’s  parents,  the  Lebowitz.  Even  though  the  G.O. 
knew  at  the  time-  of  the  bringing  of  the  suit,  in  the  summer 
of  1981,  That  Paulette  Cooper  and  Kevin  Flynn  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Garrison  deprogramming,  the  G.O.  dictated 
the  purposes  and  goals  of  the  suit,  the  timing  of  the  suit, 
the  parties  to  the  suit  and  controlled  all  of  the  financ¬ 
ing  of  the  suit.  The  suit  was  brought  against  Cooper  and 
Flynn  to  harass  them,  even  though  the  G.O.  knew  that  they 
had  no  personal  involvement  in  the  deprogramming. 


_G_arrison_sm t  was  also  brought 


against  Kevin >iyhn*;  pursuant~to  a  very  s'peiiii«"Gpei.oUw«;  * 
This  operation  involved  sending  Chris  Garrison  and  Ellen 
^Srr^SOn  office  of  Kevin  Flynn  and  Attorney  Michael 

J.  Flynn,  for  the  ostensible  purpose  of  obtaining  information 
out  the  Church  of  Scientology.  The  two  Garrisons  were 
directed,  by  the  G.O.,  to  go  to  the  Flynn  office  for  the 
purpose  of  talking  to  Kevin  Flynn  and  obtaining  statements 
about  the  deprogramming.  The  materials  obtained  in  the  con¬ 
versations  with  Kevin  Flynn  would  then  be  connected  to  the 
Garrison  deprogramming,  on  the  grounds  that  one  of  the  al¬ 
leged  deprogrammers,  Joe  Flanagan,  had  told  the  Garrisons 
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to  either  talk  to  Paulette  Cooper  or  Kevin  Flynn  if  they 
wanted  more  information  about  the  Church  of  Scientology. 

It  was  known  at  the  time  that  the  Garrisons  vent  tc  the 
Flynn  office,  that  Kevin  Flynn  and  Cooper  were  not  involved 
in  the  deprogramming,  but  it  was  the  intent  of  the  G.O,  fco 
•set  up  the  Flynns*  for  purposes  of  pressuring  them  and 
harassing  them. 

8.  Operations  such  as  the  foregoing  and  most  of 
the  other  operations  set  forth  in  this  affidavit,  as  well 
as  most  operations  that  I  was  involved  in,  while  a  member 
of  the  G.O.,  were  all  pursuant  to  written  policy  of  the 
G.O.  in  a  Course  Pack  containing  "OPS  G.O.".  The  purpose 
of  these  policies  is  to  determine  the  "position  of  power" 
from  which  an  opponent  of  the  Church 'operates ,  and  ol  Zo 
determine  what  an  opponent  of  the  Church  "seeks  to  protect". 
In  connection  with  these  and  other  considerations,  programs 
and  operations  are  formulated  to  "attack"  both  the  position 
o^power  and  the  areas  that  an  opponent  seeks  to  protect. 

For  example,  in  connection  with  Michael  Flynn,  the  G.O.  con¬ 
ducted  almost  daily  operations  against  him,  for  a  period  of 
almost  2*s  years  since  he  first  became  involved  in  litigation 
against  the  Church  of  Scientology.  In  connection  with  some 
of  these  operations,  hundreds  of  telephone  calls  were  made 
to  many  people  involving  Attorney  Flynn,  some  of  which  were 
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Of  an  investigatory  nature,  and  many  of  which  were  to  .dis¬ 
credit  ud  harass  him.  Some  of  the  phone  calls  included 
Phyllis  Sequeira,  one  of  Attorney  Flynn's  old 
clients  and  friends,  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting  to  her 
that  Attorney  Flynn  had  withheld  money  from  her,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  some  of  the  cases  that  he  was  involved  in  on 
her  behalf.  Although  there  was  no  evidence  to  support  this 
statement,  the  idea  was  to  separate  Attorney  Flynn  from 
this  particular  client,  as  well  as  to  attempt  to  have  her 
begin  an  investigation  of  Attorney  Flynn  and  perhaps  report 
him  to  the  Board  of  Bar  Overseers.  Another  call  was  made 
to  Philip  Chesley,  one  of  Attorney  Flynn's  friends  and  in¬ 
surance  agent,  suggesting  to  him  that  Attorney  Flynn  had 
..J°.y.r,der?^,J^^busband  of  one  of  his  clients.  Calls  were 
made  to  virtually  eTery  attorney,  on  aln»st“evbr^case-thlT 
-Attorney  Flynn  had  ever  been  involved  in,  including  the 
Mandes  Case,  the  Kemos  Case,  the  Leff  Case,  and  many  pthers. 
Calls  were  made  to  nearly  all  of  Attorney  Flynn's  clients, 
eluding  Martha  Leff,  Peter  Marides,  and  many  others. 


9.  Other  operations  against  Attorney  Flynn,  in¬ 
volved  an  operation  to  plant  an  individual  posing  as  an 
independent  private  investigator  within  the  Flynn  office. 
This  person's  name  was  Chuck  Malone,  and  he  contacted 
Attorney  Flynn,  stating  that  his  name  was  Chuck  North 
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that  he  was  a  private  investigator  researching  cults, 
ajld  that  he  would  like  to  work  freely  for  Attorney 
«ljnn  in  connection  with  his  research  of  cults. 

i  .  : 

10.  In  one  operation  against  Attorney  Flynn, 
it  was  determined  to  ‘•separate"  Kevin  Sullivan,-  one  of 
the  lawyers  working  with  Attorney  Flynn,  from  him.  It 
was  arranged  to  have  Kevin  Sullivan’s  secretary  overhear 
a  conversation  between  two  individuals,  one  of  whom  was 
in  which  we  stated  that  Attorney  Flynn  was  in  serious 
trouble  with  the  Massachusetts  Attorney  General's  office 
as  a  result  of  the  documents  in  our  possession  which  were 
being  brought  down  to  the  Massachusetts  Attorney  General’s 
office,  it  was  our  purpose  to  have  the  secretary  give 
the  information  to  Kevin'  Suiiiv^'ToV  the  — 

Sullivan  sever  ties  with  Mr.  Flynn.  On  another  occasion  a 
similar  arrangement  was  made  in  which  Patty  Flynn  and 
Khurshid  Bolt,  Mr.  Flynn's  sister  and  one  of  his  secretaries, 
vere  set  up  in  such  a  way  to  overhear  a  conversation  that 
another  one  of  Mr.  Flynn's  secretaries  in  his  office  was 
a  plant.  Operations  of  this  type  were  discussed  on  almost 
a  daily  basis  and  sent  via  telex  to  U.S.  G.O.,  many  of  which 
were  approved  and  many  of  which  were  not. 

11.  In  connection  with  another  operation  against 
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7  AttorneY  Flynn,  in  order  to  separate  one  of  his  secre¬ 
taries  from  him,  it  was  made. to  appear  that  Kevin  Flynn, 
Hr.  Flynn 7 a  brother,  was  following  the  secretary,  Silvia 
Garritano,  while  she  was  walking  on  the  street.  The  G.O. 
obtained  a  car  similar  to  Kevin  Flynn’s,  and  an  individual 


was  set  up  to  approach  Silvana  asshk  was  ‘  walking"*^  the 
street.  As  Silvana  approached  the  G.O.  agent,  she  was  a- 
lerted  to  the  fact  that  it  appeared  that  someone  was  fol¬ 
lowing  her.  At  that  precise  time,  a  car  driven  by  another 
G.O.  member  screeched  to  a  halt,  made  a  sharp  u-turn  and 


went  screeching  down  the  street. 


12.  In  other  operations,  Mr.  Flynn’s  clients, 
such  as  LaVenda  Van  Schaick  and  Tonja  Burden,  were  tailed, 
"  «™rous_calls  were  made -to  -neignbora  rrom  pay 
calls* were  made  to  the  I.R.S.  against  Mr*  *  Flynn,  his  banks 
were  regularly  called  to  get  bank  balances,  operations 
were  put  into  effect  against  his  sister  to  obtain  her 
trash  and  place  a  plant  (covert  agent)  with  her  boyfriend. 
The  office  compound  from  which  Attorney  Flynn  worked  was 
regularly  trespassed  upon  late  at  night,  for  purposes  of 
taking  trash  from  his  office  compound. 

13.  Trash  was  also  taken  from  the  street  outside 
the  home  of  Constance  Vecchione,  of  the  Board  of  Bar  Over¬ 
seers,  Khurshid  Bolt,  one  of  Mr.  Flynn's  secretaries. 


and 


from  the  Attorney  General's  office.  Dr.  Jack  Clark, 
others. 

14.  In  one  Instance,  an  ex-scientologist  named 
qiarles  Gibbs  contacted  Attorney  Flynn's  office  which  the 
G.O.  learned  about  from  Flynn's  trash.  Gibbs  represented 
a  significant  danger  to  the  Church  of  Scientology  because 
Gibbs  had  been  actually  kidnapped  and  held  against  his 
will.  Gibbs  was  paid  a  refund  to  keep  him  away  from  Flynn. 

15.  In  connection  with  all  of  the  operations 
and  programs  against  Attorney  Flynn,  some  of  which  origi¬ 
nated  at  the  local  level  in  the  Boston  G.O.,  and  some  of 

_ originated  at  the  D.S.  G.O.,  information  was  collected 

and_nut_±npetLer_on._almos±^  ida^y  basis,  and  ^predictions". _ 

as  to  what  Attorney  Flynn's  activities  and  intentions  were.  These 
were  typed  up  and  given,  on  almoTtV  daily  basis,  to  the 
various  attorneys  involved  in  litigation  against  him,  in¬ 
cluding  Attorney  Harvey  Silverglate.  Mr.  Silverglate  con- 

T.  -• 

tinually  questioned  where  all  of  this  extremely  confidential 
information  was  coming  from,  and  he  vas-directed  to  under¬ 
take  various  courses  of  action  in  connection  with  the 
pending  litigation  predicated  upon  the  information  obtained. 

16.  In  connection  with  some  of  Attorney  Flynn's 
Scientology  clients,  very  specific  operations  were  undertaken 
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to  "separate*  them  from  Attorney  Flynn,  and  to  utilize 
Scientology  lawyers  to  assist  in  the  "separation  process*. 
For  example,  in  connection  with  Jcse  Baptists,  one  of 
Attorney  Flynn’s  Scientology  clients,  Mr.  Bspde-ta’s 
superior,  at  his  place  of  employment,  was  called  by  a 
G.O.  agent  impersonating  Kevin  Flynn.  This  agent* told 
the  superior  that  Mr.  Baptists  was  greatly  indebted  to 
Attorney  Flynn  and  was  concerned  Baptists  might  leave 
the  coustry-  At  the  same  time,  another  G.O.  agent  ob- 
tained  the  names  of  various  lawyers  from  Mr.  Silverglate 
and  the  agent  took  those  names  to  Mr.  Baptists  and  told 
Mr.  Baptists  that  he  should  fire  Attorney  Flynn,  because 
Attorney  Flynn  was  going  to  be  disbarred  and  because 

veye  m*ov  mending  bar  complaint's'  against  him,  some 

w  11  -  —  -  —  ________ 

of  which  had  been  filed  by  Mr.  Silverglate,  and  some  of 
which  h ad-been  filed  by  the  Church,  and  that  Mr.  Baptists 
should  hire  one  of  the  attorneys  whose  names  appeared  on 
the  sheet  of  paper  shown  to  Baptists.  A  similar  opera¬ 
tion  of  this  type  was  conducted  extensively  against  ^ 
Silvana  Garritano  in  order  to  separate  Silvana  from 
Attorney  Flynn.  Again  the  name  of  a  lawyer  given  by 
Harvey  Silverglate,  Judd  Carhart,  was  given  to  Silvana 
by  a  G.O.  agent  after  numerous  operations  were  conducted 
against  Silvana  to  make  it  appear  that  the  Flynns  were 


J 
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harassing  her,  such  as  the  incident  where  she  was  sup- 
Posed  to  be  followed  by  Kevin  Plynn.  in  a  similar  in¬ 
cident,  a  very  close  friend  of  Silvana's  was  contacted 
&hd  given  various  information  with  regard  to  influencing 
Silvana  to  fire  Attorney  Plynn,  go  to  another  attorney 

such  as  Judd  Carhard,  and  to  undertake  various  actions 
against  Hr.  Plynn. 

I7*  In  connection  with  LaVenda  Van  Schaick, 
numerous  operations,  pursuant  to  the  "OPS  GO S",  were  con- 

ducted  against  her,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the 
following: 

a)  LaVenda *s  auditing  files  were  sent  to 
the  BSN  G.O.  and  they  were  culled  for  the  pur- 

■■  ■■  m  _ 

poses  of  obtaining  all  "a va'IIaFle' confidential  1  *  ' 
and  embarrassing  information,  which  was  then 
passed  on  to  various  levels  within  the  G.O. 

Later,  when  it  was  learned  that  Attorney  Flynn 
was  aware  that  the  G.O.  regularly  used  auditing 
files  to  coerce  and  attack  former  members,  a 
program  was  implemented  to  make  it  appear  that 
the  information  from  the  auditing  files  actually 
came  from  external  forces.  In  connection  with 
this  operation,  all  the  information  from  the 
auditing  files  was  used  to  contact  third  parties 
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Which  the  G.O.  .learned  about  through  the  auditing. 
Personnel,  ethics,  and  student  files,  in  order 
to  Obtain  information  from  them. 


b) 

husband. 


Lavenda  was  tailed  actively  and  her 
Paul,  was  tailed  a,  well  as  her  daughter. 


c)  A  phone  call  was  made  to  LaVenda -s  em¬ 
ployer  by  a  G.O.  agent.  She  was  a  waitress. 

d>  Kh“  tte  D-s-  G-O.  sent  the  Flingler 
~“lo“  40  Bosio»  ir‘  connection  with  Van  Schaicl 


the  purpose  of  which  was  to  separate  LaVenda  from 
her  attorney,  her  husband,  Paul  was  followed  while 
Flingler  was  sent  to  LaVenda 's  home,  knowing  that 
Paul  would  not  be  there. 


- 1  w* -  'U  V  " 

former  husband,  who  was  the  father  of  LaVenda -3 
child,  Sabrina,  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  father 
bring  an  action  against  lavenda  to  obtain  custody 
of  Sabrina  on  the  grounds  that  LaVenda  was  engaged 
various  activities  which  were  damaging  to  Sabrina, 
f)  On  another  occasion,  a  G.O.  agent  followed 
Sabrina  and  talked  to  her  while  maintaining  sur- 
veilance  on  the  Van  Schaick  home. 

9)  Various  calls  were  made  to  neighbors  of 
Van  Schaick,  she  was  tape  recorded  in  telephone 
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conversations  with' David  Aden  without  her  know- 
ledge,  and  various  operations  were  put  into 

effect,  all  of  which  were  designed  to  separate 

•  «  * 

LaVenda  from  Sabrina,  from  her  husband  Paul, 

*  •  •  •  •'  r  #  • 

and  from  her  attorney.  The  purpose  of  pursuing 
these  operations  was  to  pressure  her  and  harass 
her  to  such  an  extent  that  she  would  be  unable 
to  continue  with  her  lawsuit. 


18.  There  was  an  operation  against  McLean 
Hospital,  which  was  associated  with  Dr.  John  Gordon  Clark, 
in  connection  with  which  a  G.O.  agent  named  Cheryl  Ballou 
was  planted  as  an  employee  of  McLean.  She  subsequently  did 


ctzzl 


nstcrial  from  thnt 


Tn  instance. 


a  plant  was  placed  on  the  cleaning  agency  of  the  Center  for . 

Destructive  Cultism,  a  center  maintained  by  Dr.  Jack  Clark. 
Shortly  after  I  joined  the  G.O.,  I  learned  of  an  operation, 

I  believe  called  "Operation  Hydra".  The  purpose  of  this 
operation  was  to  steal  all  books  that  had  negative  informa¬ 
tion  against  Scientology,  from  every  library  in  New  England. 
This  type  of  program  would  commonly  go  out  to  all  G.O.'s 
in  the  United  States.  In  connection  with  this  operation  I 
learned  of  a  false  wall  that  had  been  erected  in  the  G.O. 


Boston,  behind  which  were  hidden  piles  of  books  that  had 
been  stolen  from  various  libraries.  After  the  F.B.I.  raids. 


-IB- 


5 


these  books  were  destroyed.  Behind  the  false  wall  were 

B*”y  files  containing  G.O.  operations  of  a  highly  secre¬ 
tive  nature,  one  G.O.  operation  involved  an  effort,  after 
the  F.B.I.  raid  to  cover  up  all  of  the  illegal  activities 
Of  the  Boston  G.O.  In  connection  with  this  operation, 

Sandy  Cooper  went  all  over  the  Dnited  states  obtaining 
Offidavits  from  individuals  who  had  been  involved  in  G.O. 
operations,  which  were  of  a  highly  confidential  and  crimi¬ 
nal  nature.  In  Boston,  Sandy  Cooper  worked  with  Julie 
Bergman  in  obtaining  affidavits  from  Kathy  Brown.  Gary 
wn,  David  Grace,  Kathy  Grace,  Peter  Marques,  Paula  Mar¬ 
ques,  Bill  Foster,  Nancy  Foster,  John  Craig,  Dave  Grybowsky, 
“•*  Sharon  Srybowsky,  as  well  as  attempting  to  obtain  af fi- 

-  ~~V~"  and  Sue  Heffel  in  connection  with 

the  operations,  ofttose  individuals,  of  an_ille~gal  nature." 
I  personally  saw  these  affidavits  obtained  by  Sandy  Cooper 
and  I  know  that  they  were  in  the  possession  of  the  Boston 
G.O.  and  the  u.s.  G.O.,  and  that  the  contents  of  such 
affidavits  generally  involve  the  criminal  operations  that 
“any  of  these  people  were  involved  in,  in'  which  they  stated 
that  the  Church  had  no  involvement  and  that  the  operations 

conducted  by  them  personally  without  any  responsibility 
the  Church,  all  of  which  of  course  is  a  total  fabrication. 
For  example,  these  operations  involved  the  theft  of  docu¬ 
ments  from  Bingham,  Dana  t  Gould,  Dr.  Stanley  Cath,  the 
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Better  Business  Bureau,  infiltration  of  the  Attorney 
General's  office,  and  other  similar  operations.  in  one 
operation  I  gave  confidential  Information  about  Bon 
Gollobin,  an  investigative  reporter,  to  the  G.O.  which  was 

lat«r  telSXed  UP  llne“  *»•  «.0.a  for  purposes  of  block¬ 
ing  an  investigation  by  Gollobin,  on  the  Church  of  Scien¬ 
tology.  In  connection  with  this  same  operation,  a  girl 
was  employed  as  a  G.O.  agent  to  seduce  Michael  Taiibi,  of 

o,  for  purposes  of  obtaining  confidential  informa¬ 
tion  and  blocking  this  investigative  effort.  To  ay  know¬ 
ledge  these  operations  were  successful,  and  were  among  the 
items  collected  in  the  aforementioned  affidavits.  When  I 
last  saw  the  affidavits  they  were  in  the  possession  of 

Jpjaa.Jy  CwOpcX . 


IS.  In  connection  with  the  attempt  by  the  Lebowita 
family  to  reach  their  daughter,  Ellen,  I  personally  moved 
BUen  around  to  various  places  in  the  City  of  Boston  for 

purpose  Of  hiding  her  and  separating  her  from  her  parents 
when  they  were  attempting  to  find  her  and  speak  to  her  abou7 
the  Church,  other  Church  officials  informed  the  Lebowitzes 
that  they  did  not  know  where  Ellen  was  and  that  they  were 
able  to  have  her  meet  with  them  to  discuss  her  involvement 
in  the  Church  of  Scientology.  All  of  this  was  a  total  f._ 
brication  because  at  the  same  time  I  was  hiding  Ellen  from 
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L“er'  “  PreVlOU3ll’  a.  the  G.O.  decided  fo  sue 

the  Flanagan  brothers  ln  omMetlaa  vith  the  t 

t“Pt  ^  lnf0r"  h“  "  to  «**t  the  true  nature  of  Scientology 
VaS’  .  Keyln  n*m  “d  P“Ule,tte  Cooper  we're  targetted  in  that 
for  purposes  of  pressuring  and  harassing  then,  even 
though  the  G.o.  knew  that  Kevin  Flynn  and  Paulette  Cooper 
had  no  involvement  ln  the  situation. 

20.  Khen  I  left  the  G.O.,  i„  January,  1982,  it 
had  possession  of  many  document,  which  hai  been  seised  by 
the  F.B.I.  i„  the  raid  of  1977,  and  which  pertained  to  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  Boston  G.O.  which  operations  were  reflected  in 
documents  seized  by  the 


- __  inst  numerous 


individuals  that  I  was  involved  in  during  the_five  years 
that  I  was  a  member  of  the  Boston  G.O.,  which  are  too  numer¬ 
ous  for  me  to  remember  and  recount  for  purposes  of  this  af- 
fidavit. 


22.  In  connection  with  the  G.O.  policy'to  attack 
an  opponent's  -position  of  power-,  many  intelligence  gather¬ 
ing  operations  and  programs  were  Instituted  against  Hr.  Flynn 
to  get  him  disbarred.  It  was  the  purpose  of  the  G.O.  to  file 
numerous  complaints  against  Hr.  Flynn  for  whatever  reasons 
could  be  manufactured,  inform  all  of  his  clients  that  he 
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was  being  investigated  by  the  Board  of  Bar  Overseers,  attempt 
to  get  his  clients  to  request  investigation  of  him  an  even¬ 
tually  to  get  him  disbarred.  This  was  one  of  the  primary 
goals  of  the  G.O.  throughout  a  period  of  about  2  1/2  yeaj.», 
and  Attorney  Silverglate  was  constantly  pressured  to  file 
Complaints  against  Mr.  Flynn,  including  complaints  based  on 
materials  stolen  from  Mr.  Flynn's  office  compound. 


23.  In  connection  with  the  destruction  of  confi¬ 
dential  information  damaging  to  the  Church,  the  G.O.  destroyed 
documents  in  the  Baptista  and  Garritano  files  which  contained 
information  about  problems  with  the  Church,  people  that 
Baptista  and  Garritano  had  disconnected  from,  etc.  These 
documents  were  destroyed  after  a  Court  order  to  produce 
2-scumcr.ts  i-">  the  Troy  end  worsen  eases. 


24.  The  Church  has  claimed  in  its  lawsuits  that 
the  Farr  Game  Doctrine  was  cancelled.  This  is  false.  Most 
of  the  programs  set  forth  in  this  Affidavit  were  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  Fair  Game  Doctrine.  In  fact,  the  alleged 
cancellation  was  only  for  "PR"  purposes,  but  even  the  alleged 
cancellation  "does  not  change  any  policy  with  regard  to  the 
treatment  of  S.P.". 


this 


Signed 


under  the  pains  and  penalties  of  perjury 
_ day  of  _ _  1982. 
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SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  LOS  ANGELES 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  ) 

CALIFORNIA,  j 

) 

PLAINTIFF,  ) 


VS  . 


MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN, 


)  NO.  8  3  5  0  5  2  R 


) 


DEFENDA  NTS 


DEPOSITION  OF  PETER  JOSEPH  LISA 
TAKEN  ON 

FRIDAY,  FEBRUARY  R,  1985 


REPORTED  BY:  GINA  M .  VILTZ 

CSR  NO.  6315 


WISH NOW  &  ASSOCIATES 

(818)  986-5270 


CERTIFIED  SHORTHAND  REPORTERS 
(213 )  465-3370 
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OPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  S'in  TE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  LOS  ANGELES 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
CALIFORNIA, 


PLAINTIFF, 

VS  . 

MICHAEL  J.  FLYNN, 

^DEFENDANTS  . 


) 

) 

)  NO.  8  2  5  0  5  2  R 
) 

) 


DEPOSITION  OF  PETER  JOSEPH  LISA,  TAKEN 
ON  BEHALF  OF  THE  DEFENDANT,  AT  261  SOOTH  FIGUEROA 
STREET,  SUITE  300,  LOS  ANGELES ,  CALIFORNIA,  90012,  ON 
FRIDAY,  FEBRUARY  8,  1985,  AT  10=15  A.M.,  BEFORE  GINA 

M.  VILTZ,  CSR  NO.  6315,  NOTARY  PUBLIC,  PURSUANT  TO 
NOT  ICE. 

APPEARANCES  : 

FOR  THE  PLAINTIFF  PETER  JOSEPH  LISA- 

COHN,  GLICKSTEIN,  LURIE,  OSTREN  &  LU5ELL 
BY:  JONATHAN  W.  LUBELL,  ESQ. 

1370  AVENUE  OF  THE  AMERICAS 
NEN  YORK,  NEW  YORK,  10019 

FOR  THE  DEFENDANTS: 

LEWIS,  D'AMATO,  BRISKOIS  &  BISGUARD 
BY:  JEFFREY  A.  TIDUS,  ESQ.  D 

FIVE  PARK-SUITE  300 
261  SOUTH  FIGUEROA  STREET 
LOS  ANGELES,  CA  90012 

ALSO  PRESENT: 

KEVIN  GILLETTE 


WISHNOW^^ASSOCIATES  -  C  E  R  T  I  F  I  ED  ^  S  HO  R  T  H  AND  ^  R  E  PO  RT  ER  S 
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**  ESTIMATE,  SOMETIME  IN  LATE  *79  OR  MID 

1980,  I  DON'T  REMEMBER  EXACTLY. 

0.  HAVE  YOD  EVER  MET  MISS  VAN  SCHAICK? 

A.  NO. 

0.  HAVE  YOD  EVER  HEARD  OF  AN  OPERATION 

CALLED  OPERATION  SHAKE  AND  BAKE? 

A.  NO. 

WHEN  WAS  THE  NEXT  TIME  AFTER  THE 
CONVERSATION  IN  ENGLAND  THAT  MICHAEL  FLYNN'S  NAME 
CAME  UP  IN  CONVERSATION? 

A*  ESTIMATE,  SOMETIME  IN  1980. 

°*  IN  WHAT  CONTEXT  DID  MR.  FLYNN'S  NAME 

COME  UP? 

A.  AS  BEST  I  CAN  RECALL,  THAT  HE  WAS 

REPRESENTING  MISS  VAN  SCHAICK  AND  OTHERS  WHO  I  DIDN'T 
KNOW  WHO  THEY  WERE  IN  A  SUIT  AGAINST  THE  CHURCH. 

AS  FAR  AS  YOU  KNOW,  HAS  ANY  CHURCH  OF 
sCIENTOLOGY  AT  ANY  TIME  EVER  CONDUCTED  ANY 
SURVEILLANCE  OF  MR.  FLYNN'S  --  OR  MR.  FLYNN. 

MR.  LUBELL:  WAIT,  BETTER  REDO  IT. 

MR.  TIDUS:  LET  ME  RESTATE. 

AS  FAR  AS  YOU  KNOW ,  HAS  ANY  CHURCH  OF 
v-IENTOLOGY  EVER  AUTHORIZED  OR  ORDERED  SURVEILLANCE 
F  MR.  FLYNN? 

A*  1  HAVE  NO  FIRSTHAND  KNOWLEDGE  OF  THAT. 

^  *  HAS  ANYONE  EVER  TOLD  YOU  THAT  SUCH 

URVEILLANCE  WAS  ORDERED  OR  AUTHORIZED? 

A*  NO,  WAIT,  I  ORDERED  SURVEILLANCE  OF 
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MR.  FLYNN’S  GARBAGE  CANS. 


0.  WERE  THESE  HIS  PERSONAL  GARBAGE  CANS 

OR  HIS  OFFICE  GARBAGE  CANS? 

!  A*  NO,  PUBLIC  PROPERTY,  OFFICE  GARBAGE 

!  CANS. 

I 

THESE  WEREN’T  THE  GARBAGE  CANS  OUTSIDE 

i 

OF  HIS  HOUSE,  THEY  WERE  OUTSIDE  OF  HIS  OFFICE? 


OH,  NO,  THEY  WERE  --  RIGHT. 

WHO  DID  YOU  RELAY  THE  ORDER  TO? 

THE  A . G .  IN  BOSTON  —  THE  A.G.I., 

WHEN  DID  YOU  ORDER  THIS  SURVEILLANCE? 
ESTIMATE,  MID  '80. 

WHAT  WAS  THE  PURPOSE  OF  THE 


A  . 

0. 

A  . 

RATHER . 

Q. 

A. 

0. 

SURVEILLANCE? 

A  •  TO  LEGALLY  OBTAIN  INFORMATION  ABOUT 

MR.  FLYNN'S  ILLEGAL  ACTIVITIES. 

Q*  WHAT  ILLEGAL  ACTIVITIES? 

A»  AS  IT  LATER  TURNED  OUT,  FAMCO, 

F-A-M-C-O. 

0*  AT  THE  TIME  YOU  ORDERED  THE 

SURVEILLANCE,  WHAT  ILLEGAL  ACTIVITIES  DID  YOU  BELIEVE 
MR.  FLYNN  HAD  UNDERTAKEN? 

A*  1  HAD  NO  SPECIFICS  BUT  I  KNEW  HE  HAD 

SOME. 

0.  HOW  DID  YOU  KNOW  HE  HAD  SOME? 

A.  A  LAW  OF  PHYSICS. 

0 •  WHAT  FACTS  DID  YOU  POSSESS  AT  THE  TIME 
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THAT  YOU  ORDERED  THE  SURVEILLANCE  THAT  LED  YOU  TO 
BELIEVE  THAT  MR.  FLYNN  HAD  UNDERTAKEN  ILLEGAL 
ACTIVITIES? 

A.  MY  OWN  EVALUATION  OF  HIS  ERRATIC  AND 

UNEXPLAINED  BEHAVIOR  AGAINST  THE  CHURCH. 

Q.  DID  YOU  INITIATE  THE  ORDER  TO  START 

SURVEILLANCE  OF  MR.  FLYNN'S  GARBAGE  CANS? 


A. 

YES  . 

0. 

DID  THAT  ORDER  HAVE  TO  BE  APPROVED  BY 

ANYONE  BEFORE  IT  WENT  INTO  EFFECT? 

A.  IT  HAD  TO  BE  CROSS-CHECKED  WITH 

ATTORNEYS  TO  DETERMINE  THAT  PICKING  SOMEONE'S  GARBAGE 
WAS  A  LEGAL  ACT  SUPPORTED  BY  CASE  LAW  WHICH  I 
DETERMINED  AT  LEAST  FOUR  DIFFERENT  CASES  INCLUDING 
DISTRICT  COURT  CASES  THAT  IT  WAS  IN  FACT  LEGAL  TO  DO. 
THEN  I  ORDERED  IT. 


0. 

WHAT  ATTORNEY  DID  YOU  CHECK  WITH? 

A  . 

I  DON'T  REMEMBER. 

Q. 

WAS  IT  SOMEONE  EMPLOYED  BY  THE  CHURCH 

OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OR  WAS  IT  OUTSIDE  LEGAL  COUNSEL? 


A. 

I  THINK  IT  WAS  AN  ATTORNEY  EMPLOYED  BY 

THE  CHURCH 

OF  SCIENTOLOGY  AND  --  CORRECT. 

(WITNESS  AND  HIS  COUNSEL  CONFER) 

THE  WITNESS:  I  DIDN'T  UNDERSTAND  OUTSIDE  OP. 


IN-HOUSE. 

MR. 

LUBELL:  BECAUSE  YOU  EMPLOY  AN  OUTSIDE 

COUNSEL  IS 

EMPLOYED  BY  A  CASE. 

MR. 

TIDUS:  LET  ME  REASK  IT. 

WISHNOW  &  ASSOCIATES  -  CERTIFIED  SHORTHAND  REPORTERS 

(818)  986-5270  (213)  465-3370 


1 

2 

7 

4 

5 

6 

7 

6 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

1  8 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


29 


0.  WAS  IT  SOMEONE  WHO  WAS  ON  STAFF  WITH 

THE  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OR  WAS  IT  SOMEONE  WHO 
WORKED  FOR  AN  OUTSIDE  LAW  FIRM  WHO  WAS  EMPLOYED  BY 
THE  CHURCH? 

A.  OUTSIDE  LAW  FIRM. 

0*  DO  YOU  KNOW  THE  NAME  OF  THE  LAW  FIRM? 

A.  I  HONESTLY  DON'T  REMEMBER. 

0.  WAS  IT  A  LAW  FIRM  IN  LOS  ANGELES? 

A.  I  DON'T  EVEN  KNOW. 

0.  WHAT  ERRATIC  AND  UNEXPLAINED  BEHAVIOR 

OF  MR.  FLYNN’S  WERE  YOU  AWARE  OF  AT  THE  TIME  YOU 
ORDERED  THE  SURVEILLANCE? 

A.  THE  AFFIDAVITS  ADDENDUM  TO  THE  SUIT, 

AS  I  RECALL. 

0.  THIS  IS  THE  CLASS  ACTION  SUIT  IN 

BOSTON? 

A.  YES. 

Q.  ANYTHING  ELSE? 

A.  NOT  THAT  I  RECALL. 

0*  WHAT  WAS  THERE  THAT  WAS  ERRATIC  OR 

UNEXPLAINED  ABOUT  THE  AFFIDAVITS  AND  ADDENDUMS? 

A.  LIES. 

0*  WERE  THESE  AFFIDAVITS  BY  MR.  FLYNN  OR 

BY  OTHER  INDIVIDUALS  REPRESENTED  BY  MR.  FLYNN? 

A.  AS  IT  LATER  TURNED  OUT,  HE  DICTATED 

AND  CHANGED  WHAT  THEY  HAD  ORIGINALLY  SAID  FROM  THE 
INVESTIGATION  THAT  WE  GOT. 

0.  WHOSE  AFFIDAVITS  WERE  THEY,  WHO  SIGNED  j 
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THEM? 

A.  WHO  SIGNED  THEM? 

Q.  YES. 

MR.  LUBELL:  YOD  MEAN  THE  NAME? 

MR.  TIDUS:  THE  NAME. 

THE  WITNESS:  AS  I  RECALL ,  VAN  SCHAICK,  AND  I 

DON'T  REMEMBER  THE  REST  OF  THEM. 

BY  MR.  TIDDS: 

0.  WAS  IT  MORE  THAN  ONE  AFFIDAVIT? 

A.  I  DON'T  REMEMBER. 

Q.  WHAT  LIES  DID  THEY  CONTAIN? 

A.  I  DON'T  REMEMBER  AT  THIS  POINT  IN  TIME, 

BUT  I  REMEMBER  HOW  I  FELT  AT  THIS  TIME  WHICH  WAS  THAT 
THESE  WERE  LIES. 

0.  CAN  YOU  RECALL  ANY  UNTRUE  STATEMENTS 

CONTAINED  IN  THOSE  AFFIDAVITS? 

A.  NO. 

Q.  HOW  DID  YOU  LEARN  THAT  MR.  FLYNN  HAD 

DICTATED  AND  CHANGED  THE  WORDS? 

A.  FROM  DOCUMENTS  OBTAINED  FROM  HIS 

GARBAGE  CAN  LATER  ON. 

0.  DO  YOU  RECALL  WHAT  DOCUMENTS  THOSE 

WERE? 

A.  HIS  DRAFTS,  I  BELIEVE. 

0.  HOW  LONG  WAS  SURVEILLANCE  MAINTAINED 

ON  MR.  FLYNN'S  GARBAGE  CANS? 

A.  UNTIL  THE  EVIDENCE  WAS  TURNED  OVER  TO 

THE  MASSACHUSETTS  BAR  ASSOCIATION  AND  THE 
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MASSACHUSETTS  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  AND  I  DON'T  REMEMBER 
WHEN  THAT  WAS. 

Q*  WHAT  EVIDENCE  ARE  YOU  REFERRING  TO? 

A*  DOCUMENTS ,  FAMCO  AMONG  THEM. 

Q.  ANYTHING  ELSE?  - 

A.  THERE  WERE  A  STACK  OF  DOCUMENTS.  I 

DON'T  RECALL  WHAT  THEY  WERE. 

Q*  WERE  THE  DOCUMENTS  WHICH  WERE  TURNED 

OVER  TO  THE  MASSACHUSETTS  BAR  ASSOCIATION  AND  THE 
ATTORNEY  GENERAL'S  OFFICE  KEPT  IN  A  SEPARATE  FILE? 

A.  I  DON'T  KNOW. 

DID  *OU  SEE  THE  DOCUMENTS  WHICH  WERE 
TURNED  0 VE  R  TO  THE  MASSACHUSETTS  BAR  ASSOCIATION? 

A»  I  SAW  COPIES  OF  DOCUMENTS  THAT  WERE 

TURNED  OVER  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  DIVISION  OF  THE 
MASSACHUSETTS  ATTORNEY  GENERAL'S  OFFICE. 

Q*  DID  YOU  SEE  THEM  BEFORE  OR  AFTER  THEY 

WERE  TURNED  OVER? 

A.  I  DON’T  RECALL. 

WERE  THE  COPIES  OF  THE  DOCUMENTS  YOU 
SAW  KEPT  IN  A  PARTICULAR  FILE? 

A*  THEY  WERE  A  WORK  PRODUCT  AND  TURNED 

OVER  TO  ATTORNEYS^  WORK  PRODUCT  OF  AN  INVESTIGATION 
AND  TURNED  OVER  TO  AN  ATTORNEY. 

DID  THE  FILE  HAVE  A  NAME  ON  IT? 

A.  I  DON'T  REMEMBER,  I  DON'T  KNOW. 

0*  WH0  ACTUALLY  WENT  THROUGH  MR.  FLYNN'S 

GARBAGE  CANS? 
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A*  1  D0N'T  KNOW,  THERE  IS  A  CHAIN  OF 

CUSTODY  ON  IT  AND  IT'S  FILED.  I  DON'T  KNOW.  IT  WAS 

A  PUBLIC  GARBAGE  CAN,  IT  DIDN'T  BELONG  TO  MR.  FLYNN. 

Q.  WHAT  ATTORNEYS  WERE  THE  DOCUMENTS 

TURNED  OVER  TO? 

A*  1  THINK  SILVERGLADE,  I'M  NOT  SURE, 

ESTIMATE  IS  HARVEY  SILVERGLADE. 

Q.  WHEN  WAS  THE  LAST  TIME  YOU  SAW  COPIES 

OF  THE  DOCUMENTS? 

A.  ?  ESTIMATE,  SEPTEMBER,  OCTOBER  *81. 

°*  AS  FAR  AS  *OU  KNOW,  DID  CSC  MAINTAIN  A 

COPY  OF  THE  DOCUMENTS  IN  ITS  OWN  FILES  APART  FROM  THE 
FILES  OF  ITS  ATTORNEYS? 

A*  N0T  thAT  I  REMEMBER.  I  WASN'T 

CUSTODIAN  OF  THE  FILES  SO  I  DON'T  KNOW. 

Q.  YOU  DON'T  KNOW  ONE  WAY  OR  ANOTHER 

WHETHER  THEY  KEPT  A  COPY? 

A*  DO  NOT  KNOW. 

0.  OTHER  THAN  THE  SURVEILLANCE  OF  THE 

GARBAGE  CANE  OUTSIDE  OF  HR.  FLYNN'S  OFFICE,  ARE  YOU 
AWARE  OF  ANY  OTHER  SURVEILLANCE  OF  HR.  FLYNN'S 

ACTIVITIES  AT  ANY  TIME  CONDUCTED  BY  ANY  MEMBER  OF  THE 
CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY? 

A*  NOT  THAT  I  RECALL. 

00  Y°U  HAVE  ANY  INFORMATION  OR 
KNOWLEDGE  OF  ANY  SURVEILLANCE  OF  MR.  FLYNN'S  AIRPLANE? 
A*  NO,  ABSOLUTELY  NONE. 

0.  HAS  ANYONE  EVER  TOLD  Y0U  THAT  THEY  HAD 


WISHNOW  &  ASSOCIATES 
(818)  986-5270 


CERTIFIED  SHORTHAND  REPORTERS 
(213)  465-3370 


March  25>  1980 


Yesterday  afternoon,  about  3:30  p.m. ,  a  woman 
(who  refused  to  identify  herself)  called  and  asked 
to  speak  to  Mr.  Michael  Flynn  "in  regards  to  a 
case  she  had  some  information  about  and  wanted  to 
discuss  with  him. "  She  said  that  she  wanted  to  know 
more  about  the  case's  progress  from  Mr.  Flynn. 

She  refused  to  identify  herself,  in  spite  of 
the  fact  that  I  asked  her  four  or  five  times,  and 
proceeded  to  ask  personal  questions  regarding  Mr. 

Flynn.  She  wanted  to  know  the  size  of  his  practice, 
where  precisely  he  could  be  located  at  any  given  moment, 
where  he  was  at  the  time  of  her  phone  call,  ("a  precise 
location  where  he  could  be  pinpointed",  in  her  words) 
where  exactly  he  practiced  law,  and  where  else,  besides 
his  office,  he  could  be  reached.  She  also  wanted  to 
know  his  home  phone. 

The  woman  also  asked  my  name.  She  sounded  very 
familiar  to  me,  although  I've  been  unable  to  place 
her  voice.  She  sounded  as  though  she  was  attempting  to 
disguise  her  voice,  very  nervous  and  tense. 

She  stated  that  she  had  no  phone  where  she  could 
be  reached,  that  she  was  calling  from  a  friend's  house 
and  felt  that  giving  her  friend's  number  to  Mr.  Flynn 
for  a  return  call  would  be  "going  too  far".  She  also 
replied,  to  my  repeated  request  for  her  name,  that 
•this  would  be  "superfluous  information". 

Needless  to  say  I  told  her  nothing.  She  told  me 
she  would  call  back  the  next  day,  but  I've  heard 
nothing  further  from  her. 


Silvana  Garritano 
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April  10,  1980 


* 


Dear  Mike, 


Today,  around  4:00  p.m. ,  a  gentleman  named 
"Mr.  O'Leary"  called  and  asked  for  you..  He  stated 
that  he  needed  to  check  a  reference  and  that  he 
wasn't  sure  whether  he  had  the  correct  "Mike  Flynn". 

He  told  me  that  he  had  two  numbers  and  wasn't  sure 
which  one  to  call.  Some  time  later  in  the  conversation 
he  changed  this  story  to,  "Mike  gave  me  this  number 
when  I  called  his  home  in  Waltham. " 

He  wanted  to  know  who  I  was ,  whether  this  Mike 
Flynn  had  ten  kids,  whether  he  had  a  brother  named 
Kevin  and  whether  he  did  live  in  Waltham.  I  didn't 
tell  him.  He  asked  me  the  same  questions  in  a  number 
of  different  ways.  I  still  didn't  tell  him.  I  finally 
asked  him  for  a  phone  number,  which  turned  out  not  to 
be  in  service. 

This  is  by  no  means  the  first  time  this  has 
occurred.  His  "MO"  follows  the  documents  we  have, 
regarding  getting  personal  information  about  a  "target" 
by  GO  members,  exaxctly. 


Silvana 


574 


<.  '  / 
/ 


.  /•:>,•>  (  /(. 


7  -  ^  f 

* 


n 


■V.  C  a  r 

\y  (— 

/  rC  1  c  ^ 

'■(•'?'  •  / 

/ 

0  <■  ( 

J  /‘C  c  <-  t  .; 

-«•(■'  .< 

c  *•  <-  c  A  . 

it 

u<< 

-S  L / 

l  (.(-*  l 

r 

7  f-  /-r.  '-rv 

,  X 

£  l  {*  t  <  L  \  { 

■  •  /P  {.  C  L  ».  / 

1 

\j 

f 

'VAC  (.y^ 

»•«  ~>  /  %  &  l-lr-  ) 

'"x  / 

V  * 

Os  ~  <r  '' 

// 

-  ^  <*u  v.  ^  • 

?  -  (  l.((^ 

( <  ■  iX 

/ 

/ 

✓  '  "» 

£'  c  / 

l/’ 

1  /G,.<r 

/  • 

^  <  x  <_  C 

•Ac’  O/^..  4  . 

7  . . 

' f  4'-  \  r/ 

<.,  '776.  / 

{,/ 

* 

V 

")  »'.< 

S)c^^t  )  /c 

V 

'  /  (' 

■  A  .A« 

,  < 
*•  <  '  t*  ( 

•  '  •  y'-  <  t  ■■  -c;(. 

/(  '  L  zC- 

C  /  v^y 


; , 


t'*  <■ 


t  ir^  v><<.  ■/  ?x 


‘4?; 


t  ./^  /-t  ^  t' t  (.  ^  c/  *  (' 


< 


7  ■ 

7<b  1/ 


??. 


/ 


/  *  *  «•*• 14 y 


*7 


~'  Z-> 


//  C 


575 


May  1,  1980 


To:  Mike 


From:  Silvana 


Re:  Continuing  Harrassment 


Dear  Mike; 


...  ^esterday,  April  30,  a  young  man  came  to  the  window 
while  I  was  on  the  phone,  pressed  his  face  up  against  it 
and  stared  at  me  for  about  four  or  five  minutes  with  a 
peculiar  expression  on  his  face.  I  couldn't  call  anyone 
because  I  was  speaking  to  someone  on  the  phone.  He  just 
watched  me  for  a  few  minutes,  smiled  and  walked  away  whei 
hung  up.  He  was  about  22  or  23,  glassy-eyed,  heavy  set, 
not  well-kempt. 

Today,  I  got  another  obscene  phone  call  on  Jim 
McCarthy's  line.  It  sounded  like  a  young  girl  about  16 
or. 17  years  old. 


f 


Silvana  G. 
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November  1 9 » 1981 


Michael  Flynn,  Esq. 
12  Union  Wharf 
Boston,  MA,  02109 


Dear  Mike; 

I  must  advise  you  at  this  time,  that  I  have 
been  the  recipient  of  a  third  and  fourth  harassing 
telephone  calls  from  an  unknown  party  requesting 
information  from  me  concerning  your  business  not 
in  any  way  related  to  my  case  . 

I  find  these  calls  extremely  difficult  to  . 
deal  with  due  to  my  rather  fragile  state  of  emot¬ 
ional  and  physical  health.  I  do  hope  that  there 
is  some  way  to  stop  them  for  now  I  am  becomming 
anxious  when  the  phone  rings  and  there  is  no  one 
here  to  screen  my  calls.  I  also  feel  that  ray 
privacy  is  being  violated  by  these  unwelcome 
intrusions. 

I  hope  this  state  of  affairs  can  be  corrected 
quickly. 

Sincerely; 
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CHESLEY  &  KENTY 


INSURANCE  AGENCY.  INC. 


a 


nsurmirc  aru 


PHILIP  G.  CHESLEY 
RALPH  W.  KENTY 


43  DARTMOUTH  STREET 
MALDEN.  MASS.  02148 


TELS  (617)  324.4118 


324-0352 

324-0353 


March  7,  1980 

Mr.  Michael  Flynn 
Attorney  at  Law 
Townhouse  Twelve 
Union  Wharf 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


Dea  r  Mike , 


As  per  our  conversation  yesterday,  I  am  writing  to  confirm  that 
on  March  5,  1980  I  called  the  following  telephone  number  -  266-9500. 

This  is,  as  you  know,  the  Boston  number  of  the  Church  of  Scientology. 

As  you  also  know  from  my  affadavit,  I  received  a  call  from  an  individual 
purporting  to  be  an  insurance  investigator  who  had  certain  information 
about  you  that  he  felt  I  should  know,  to  wit:  that  you  had  helped  arrange 
the  death  of  a  Mr.  Sequiera.  When  I  called  the  above  stated  number,  a 
young  man  answered  and  approximately  the  following  conversation  ensued: 

Young  Man;  Hello,  Church  of  Scientology 

Me:  Is  this  266-9500? 

Young  Man:  Yes  it  is. 

Me.  I  'm  sorry,  but  I  must  have  the  wrong  number. 

'Young  Man:  That's  quite  alright. 

At  that  point  the  conversation  ended.  From  this  short  conversation 
I  am  quite  certain  that  the  young  man  who  I  spoke  to  was  the  same  person 
who  made  the  call  to  my  office  as  an  insurance  investigator. 

I  hope  somehow  this  will  be  useful  to  you. 


Very  truly  yours 
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On  February  2.1  «»««  (Thursday)  ,, ,  approximately  .„«>  to-lu-mi 

fhai  L reCeiVeda  call  from  an  .nd:„  L  e  i  ' 

he  woulci  like  to  pass  atop,,  to  me'  as  "evo^V asked  iH;"1"8 

at  this  r^cau/tha  V”*  °  rather  "°l 

a  life  insurance  company  by  a  Phyllis  T  CJ®Im.hdd  been  f^ie  with 
of  her  husband,  and  that  he  inlUt!'  V BqU1f^a  on  tba  death 

f'was^stiil  n^rsure^xactly'w^h0’  ^"^'^^P^^^n'the^on'ver'sation 

S fir;  — 

Ei,,innai1.n.t?.sh;h.crs:r,?ij„o„“‘  «: 

involved  in  arranqinq  the  Seath  H  S!16”  We PerhaP3  somehow 

the  Mafia,  and  th2t  I  should  know  this!  2^^!  h^TL^  With 
I  became  more  attentive  I  askeri  the  11  -l  beard  the  name  Flynn 
name  and  he  resoneSed  "j  a  a  o"  hh6hW°Uld.rePeat  h- 

call".  I  responded  that  I  knew that  ind  h»S  the  beginning  of  the 

!j°^t.t.heoSo?iie.rBasjo;h«c;s.t  th;v?hd  rouidwoii{ejiJrjoecv::Pyi:j:q 

do  not  remember  whether  that  2a°2  the  name^e  c^ve  1 1  “"*  *  1 

My  impression  of  the  conversation  was  that  T  w  a  c  f  ii  •  . 

rather  young  and  uncertain  of  what  he  th  fc  *.  talking  to  someone 

Jofr^hin^^  inves[i^prhL?orsS:^nq- 

Sequiera.  I  was  in  effec  Jein,  old  Jhat  Hik“e  ??  "aSe  Mrs' 

ih  arranQing  the  death  of  Hr_  FtirS.hfU.‘ 


Church  °of^  Scientology^1  Hi  fee ‘fi'^82  "r";1  "8de  ^  8  — •>«  of  the  ... 

to  this  call  that  his  lawsrh  tnn  alerted  me  about  two  months  prior 
members  of  the  Church  classmates  were  being  called  by 

loofeing  for ‘informs  tion^ebou^Hik^Flynn  °T' ^ 

were  writinn  about-  w ii/p  t  u-t  ^  use  in  a  book  they 

taw  suit  a.JaninsbtUtthL,1Chur^h^:dH^aet1tSbehynad^na,tteVe^  l8^8 
discredit  him  Dnrp  t  h«oT'<H  f  i  ^  dre  stternpting  to 

Williams  1  fen^^^t'l'^rt^^i-rto^^c^l^nt!^  8U898d  Hr' 
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An  employee  of  mine,  Miss  L'lizabeht  Kilrov.  took  a  call  rm»  fK- 
individual  on  Feb  27,  1980.  He  asked  for  e^U.er  m^  orient* 
former  partner  He  was  told  that  neither  of  us  were  in,  but  that 

ind  was  tolSatL?nH.  2ath-.Eli2abeth  s*Ked  what  the  call  was  about 
v-  ld  ?  H  "as  an  insurance  investigator  and  that  he  had 
information  about  a  mutual  client  that  I  should  know. 
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The  Churcn  of  6cientology  01  Dosion 

440  Beacon  Street,  fusion,  Massachusetts  02115  Phone:  (0  17)  200-0500,  Telex:  94-0297 


-o-> 


* 


■  . 


April  15th,  1951 


To  iv'h om  It  i'i a y  Concern: 


incl  05cc  is  .  ■  n  article  w  r  i  t  Con  by  n  1  ^  * .  •• • .  *o  -  «•  ^  e  1  c  n  d  of 
FnEEDOri  KLV.S  Sir, VICE  out  of  Los  Angeles.  The  article  concerns 
Boston  malpractice  attorney  Michael  J.  Flynn  ana  contains 
soa.e  rather  interesting  material  on  the  methods  used  by  Atty. 
Flynn . 


I  hope  you  find  this  interesting 
comments ,  suggestions  or  questions  you 
feel  free  to  contact  me 


either  in 


nd  would 
may  have 
writing  or  by 


welcome  any 
,  j'leuse 
phone . 


I  thinK  it  is  actions  such  as  those  described  in  Hr. 

Tie land 1 s  article  which  has  given  the  legal  profession  0  bad 
name  -  in  those  limited  areas  in  which  its  reputation  hss  in 
•fact  suffered . 


Sincerely , 


-i. vie  Aden 


j  c 


irs 


U1 
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DRAWS  PEERS’  IRE 

THE  MALPRACTICE  GAME: 


by  R.  Wieland 


BOST°N  (FNS>— While  attorneys  are  usually  reluctant  to 

of  IW  th'  P'j0,CSS10na,  conduct  of  their  peers,  the  behavior 
o  Bos  on  malpractice  attorney  Michael  .1.  Flynn  has  drawn 

Assockui on t,C*Sm  bU'  2  COmplainl  10  lhc  Massachusetts  Bar 

Specializing  m  multi-million  dollar  malpractice  suits  Flvnn 
has  become  a  panah  amongst  some  Boston  jurists  who^e 
him  operating  “in  the  gjtter.*' 

i-lynn  entered  the  lucrative  field  in  the  early  1970s  and 
was  rewarded  handsomely  when  a  single  medical  malpractice 
case  brought  him  S  100,000  in  fees.  While  the  field  seemed  to 
t*  unlimited  Flynn  and  others  were  about  to  have  the  door 
shut  on  their  pursuit  of  the  ambulance. 

Flynn  was  caught  in  one  backlash  when  malpractice  suits 
against  Boston  doctors  brought  the  medical  profession 
together  to  t  ght  the  malpractice  attorneys  who  were  driving 
up  niMininf  premiums.  ^ 

Malpractice  is  already  laced  with  emotionalism  when 
aims  claim  their  livelihood  has  been  ruined.  But  attorneys 
too  often  seek  to  drive  up  the  compensation  to  drive  up  their 
share  of  the  award  and  everyone  suffers,  according  to  expend 
‘ C3r  ,nSUrance  Was  the  resu<t  of  skyrocketing  a  JTrds’ 
.h=  ^  a  s,m,,ar  pr°‘™  •» 

caw  oi!edaV°ld  lhh  e'XpCnSC  0f  As  the 

rases  pded  Up  m  the  couns  an<J  lhe  award$  ^  imo  {he 

trih  m  i  01  thc  profession  struck  back.  A 

1,75  “  »“  malpractice 

•  Pia,nllffs  'O  post  a  $2000  bond  to  cover  the  cost  of 
the  heanng  should  thc  doctor  be  exonerated.  If  found  guilty 

“err  S°USht-  0nJy  m  thC  ««  -  ‘He  Ur’ 

numhrr’  ^  a"°meys  were  Pleased  with  the  concept,  the 
number  of  malpractice  suits  and  their  awards  plummeted. 

runaway  mllation  ol  insurance  premiums  that  had  been 

arrres?edUPSriMmfhPraCI,Ce  ‘aWyCrS  Such  as  Fl-Vnn  was  ««  last 
arrested.  Still,  the  costs  were  passed  on  to  patients  and 

medical  care  costs  remained  higher  than  ever 

suff^o?*  lr,bUnal  m  0pcration-  Practice  began  to 

ler.  Case  after  case  was  dismissed  and  the  immense  prolits 

ynally  envisioned  began  to  lade.  From  a  S  100.000  fee  only 

S  bC,0rC-  F1>'nn  ended  “P  a  divorce  case  with 
>  $8000  at  issue.  According  to  a  Boston  investigator 

BoZ  ,S“vl°  ShUf"'  "■""»*«“  10  “"mai"  hls 

Flsw^  ^  na‘Ure  3nd  V’alue  °f  hlS  chanSed  drastically 
Fl>  nn  s  abrasive  conduct  did  not.  Even  when  representing  a 


former  restaurant  employee  in  a  wane  disnnre  k;„  . 

fi^ofChther  TiryS-  °nC  °r  the  in’the  Boston 

in  h°atC'  ?aU  S,ewarl  rallcd  nvnn  a  “bristly  iw* 
who  Will  argue  lor  the  sake  of  an  argument  alone  “Flynn 

anrwh°  prcjud,co  lhe  by  mostly  contrived  assertions  ’ 
another  attorney  commented.  “One  has  to  drag  him  back  to 
meet  the  point  before  the  judge."  *  0 

When  marital,  credit  card  and  employee  disputes  could 

FT*'  P?V‘dc  lhc  <lnancial  awards  of  medical  malpractice 
nynn  began  to  look  for  new  “deep  pockets, "as  one  auomS 
charactenzed  the  search  for  money  y 

su.-d  5,:nit,ar‘.  Sc;encx'  church  and  two  practitioners  were 
M. . (1  by  ..couple  when  prayer  failed  to  save  the.  dying  son  A 

“ckr  wuh  Cjrace  Community  Church  in  Los  Angeles  was 
sued  when  a  young  man  he  counseled  later  committed  suicide 
(Psychiatrists  who  had  tended  him  a  few  days  before  were 
not  sued,  however.)  *  crL 

ha^  o^r?  “  k°  !°ngCr  a  sanctuary."said  Don  Schlachten- 
haufen  of  Church  Mutual  Insurance  Co.,  which  has  been 

i_nsunng  churches  against  fire  and  other  losses  sinqe  1878 
There  was  a  time  when  the  church  doors  were  left  ofcn  and 

“ke"'  N°W  Ch“rete  are  kPnS 

I>0'”  ,hC>'r'  ab°  «"*  Bke 

who^Thio  'had'suT  ?Ullcc’  aniC  l'**6  a  Svcrboil  gambler 

w  ha  lever  PJ?.t  l*'  "em  “hore  10  Ply  ^  trade.  For 

totever  reason,  he  chose  the  fast-growing  Church  of 

^  a  “iominvi"  ,a-r£et'  ReCruhins  several  fo™  members 
nercLitST  y  agrecmcnl  (*"lynns  fee  would  be  a 
fitd  ,  ^  kC  aWJrd  °r  setlJement  -  about  40%),  Flvnn 

UsmeritTh'  S'  t0cfd  anylhmg  Boston  had  ever  seen  in 

part Ta!  tniCd  ay_S20°  mill‘°n  Was  demanded.  The  best 
part  was  that  there  was  no  tribunal  to  interfere. 
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Initially,  reporters  lapped  up  the  astounding  figure  and  the 
inflammatory  allegations.  However,  a  inajo'r  Los  Angeles 
attorney  who  viewed  the  suit  lound  it  to  he  Involous  and 
essentially  doomed.  The  suit  sullered.  lie  said,  from  Flynn's 
mistaken  belief  that  he  know  what  he  was  doing.  In  fact, 
Flynn  has  done  virtually  nothing  to  pursue  the  suit  since  its 
filing  over  a  year  ago. 

Instead,  Flynn  has  gone  to  the  media  and  paraded  his. 
clients  before  the  press. 

But  the  publicity  campaign  began  to  backfire.  When 
defense  attorneys  pointed  out  that  four  linear  feet  of  docu¬ 
ments  tiled  by  Flynn  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
case,  but  were  solely  to  stimulate  media  interest,  the  court 
threw  out  every  scrap  of  “evidence"  Flynn  had  filed. 

As  Rynn's  new  enterprise  began  to  falter,  he  found 
himself  in  need  of  new  ways  to  boost  his  financial  prospects. 
Anti-Scientology  writer  Paulette  Cooper  provided  the 
inspiration. 

Already  in  litigation  with  the  church.  Cooper  had  also  been 
looking  lor  publicity  for  her  suits,  and  a  joining  of  forces 
apparently  seemed  mutually  beneficial.  Cooper  became  one 
of  Rynn's  clients. 

Cooper  was  already  familiar  with  Rynn's  tactics.  She  had 
told  a  Washington.  D.C..  investigator  that  Rynn  had  illegally 
coached  a  former  Church  member  in  preparation  for  sworn 
testimony.  But  such  tactics  did  not  bother  Cooper.  Railing 
against  “stupid  honesty."  Cooper  has  admitted  that  she.  too 
was  tllcga  i>  coached  by  suspended  attorney-friend  John 
Sellren,  wno  is  “extremely  dishonest ''and  does  it  because  Ik 


•needs  money."  Cooper  even  admitted  To  perjury.  Flvim 

knows  about  Coopers  admissions. 

Meanwhile,  less  excessive  attorneys  have  drawn  Flynn's 
wrath.  When  one  lawyer  representing  the  Church  of  Scien¬ 
tology  took  a  legitimate  deposition  of  one  of  Rynn’s  clients 
Flynn  tried  to  get  the  attorney  fired  from  his  part-time 
position  at  a  Boston  university.  The  attempt  (ailed,  leaving 
hitler  feelings  amongst  Boston  jurists.  It  caused  one  Boston 
barrister  to  remark,  “We  aren’t  going  to  get  down  in  the  gutter 
with  him." 

Flynn's  behavior  was  the  subject  of  a  complaint  filed  with 
the  General  Counsel  of  the  Massachusetts  Bar  Association. 
According  to  the  inch-thick  complaint  filed  by  the  Church 
Rynn  and  his  associates  had  harassed  church  members’ 
deceived  the  court,  filed  suits  merely  for  publicity  and 
obstructed  fact-linding  processes  during  the  litigation. 

At  the  same  time,  a  Boston  court  granted  a  Church  request 
.  that  documents  stolen  from  the  Church  be  returned  by  Rynn. 
Some  of  the  material  was  retained  by  the  court  as  pan  of  the 
litigation  brought  against  Ryhn.  The  Church  even  had  to  go 
to  Las  Vegas  to  seek  judicial  relief  when  it  was  found  Rynn 
was  improperly  soliciting  funds  and  clients  to  beef  up  his 
publicity  campaign. 

A  fellow  Boston  attorney  summarized  it  by  noting  that 
I  lynn  s  problem  is  that  “he  pretends  he’s  a  very  famous 
lawyer."  But,  he  said,  “The  proof  of  the  pudding  is  what 
happens  in  the  courtroom.  There’s  a  point  where  you  have  to 
stop  B - i> - mg  and  be  a  lawyer." 
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REPENTED  Bv  PERMISSION  FREEDOM  NEWS  SERVICE 


* 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  FORD  MARTIN  SCHWARTZ 

I,  Ford  Martin  Schwartz,  of  825  Oak  Grove  Road, 
Concord,  California,  hereby  depose  and  state  under  the  pains 
and  penalties  of  perjury  as  follows: 

1)  This  affidavit  is  based  upon  personal  know¬ 
ledge  and  also  upon  information  and  belief  where  so  stated. 

2)  In  spring,  1980,  I  was  "recruited"  to  work  for 
the  "Guardian's  Office"  (G.O.)  of  the  Church  of  Scientology. 

I  worked  for  Branch  1  of  the  Guardian's  Office  which  is 


V 
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concerned  with  external  intelligence  gathering.  Another 
function  of  the  G.O.  is  that  of  an  internal  secret  police. 
The  primary  contacts  that  I  had  in  the  G.O.  were  Chris 
Vetter,  Bill  Craig,  and  Michael  Woods. 

3)  In  late  1980,  I  was  assigned  to  a  project,  the 
purpose  of  which  was  for  me  to  become  a  public  opinion 
leader  in  the  anti— cult  field  and  among  those  who  were 
investigating  Scientology.  This  mission  was  assigned  to  me 
by  Bill  Craig,  and  later  confirmed  by  Michael  Woods,  both  of 
whom  were  holding  the  position  of  Assistant  Guardian  for 
Information.  Other  G.O.  officers  confirmed  at  various 
points  in  time  the  purpose  of  this  mission. 

4)  The  purpose  of  becoming  a  public  opinion 
leader  against  the  Church  of  Scientology  was  so  that  I  could 
^■n^^ra^e  an(3  pentrate  any  individuals  or  groups  opposed  to 
the  Church  including  Attorney  Michael  J.  Flynn  of  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  who  I  referred  to  in  conversation  with  other 
G.O.  personnel  as  "The  Flynn  Network".  However,  specific 
limitations  and  delineations  were  at  times,  imposed  by  my 
G.O.  superiors  as  regards  to  my  activities  involving  Michael 
Flynn  and  his  associate  attorneys  in  Boston. 
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5)  In  connection  with  this  project,  I  maintained 
my  position  with  the  "Freedom  Counseling  Center"  in  Burlingame, 
California  as  a  "counselor"  or  "deprogrammer".  I  had  pre¬ 
viously  secured  this  position  in  November  1980  as  a  consequence 
of  another  G.O.  project. 

6)  A  great  deal  of  the  information  that  I  gathered 
concerning  anybody  who  criticized  the  Church  of  Scientology 

I  would  pass  on  to  the  G.O. 

7)  In  January  1981,  I  contacted  Attorney  Michael 
Flynn  for  the  purpose  of  becoming  his  client  in  order  to 
bring  a  potential  lawsuit  against  the  Church.  This  par¬ 
ticular  mission  was  very  closely  monitored  by  the  G.O.  For 
this  purpose,  I  used  Henrietta  Crampton  of  the  Citizens' 

Freedom  Foundation  in  Redondo  Beach,  California.  She  was 
well  known  in  the  anticult  field  and  did  not  suspect  that  I 
was  a  Scientology  agent.  In  my  initial  contact  I  informed 
Attorney  Flynn  of  my  cover  story,  whereupon  he  transferred 
me  to  Kevin  Flynn,  who  requested  that  myself  and  my  wife 
write  out  a  "statement"  of  our  experiences  within  the  Church 
of  Scientology.  After  receiving  clearance  from  the  G.O.,  I 
sent  an  unsworn  statement  to  Michael  Flynn  in  February  1981. 

At  that  time,  Bill  Craig  again  informed  me  that  the  Flynn 
office  had  been  penetrated  and  that  the  G.O.  had  secured 


-3- 


590 


extensive  information  about  the  "Flynn  Network". 


Craig  told  me  this  time  that  the 
Attorney  Flynn  at  that  time  was 


purpose  of  contacting 
to  obtain  credentials 


as 


an 


anti-Scientologist  which  would  be  enhanced  because  of  „y 
association  with  the  »Flynn  Network.  These  creflentials 

could  be  used  for  other  intelligence  gathering  or  espionage 
operations . 


8)  Craig  informed  me  on  numerous  occasions  that 
the  Flynn  office  had  been  penetrated  and  that  it  was  in  the 

process  of  "taking  him  down"  through  lawsuits  and  disbarment 
proceedings . 


9)  In  May  1961,  Craig  informed  me  that  he  wanted 
me  to  attend  a  meeting,  in  the  Flynn  office  which  was  taking 
Place  around  May  10,  1981  among  various  lawyers  throughout 
the  country  who  were  involved  in  Scientology  litigation. 

This  meeting  was  taking  place  in  Boston,  Massachusetts,  and 
Craig  authorised  the  payment  of  G.o.  or  Church  money  to  fly 
to  Boston  for  the  purpose  of  "penetrating"  this  meeting. 

Craig  told  me  that  all  expenses  for  the  trip,  including 
airfare,  hotel  bill,  etc.,  would  be  covered  by  cash  from  the 
G.O.  I  then  flew  to  Los  Angeles  where  I  met  with  Gary 
Lawrence,  and  Jeff  Sherrel ,  both  of  whom  were  G.o.  opera- 


-4- 


tives.  Sherrel  introduced  himself  as  the  person  in  charge 
of  u.S.G.O.  Branch  1  activities  for  the  Northeast  sector, 
which  included  Boston  and  New  York.  They  both  briefed  me  on 
various  Flynn  activities  and  this  "briefing"  indicated  that 
they  had  an  extensive  knowledge  of  the  operations  of  Attor¬ 
ney  Flynn's  office.  The  total  expenses  for  this  trip  were 
$1,169.94  all  of  which  was  paid  to  me  in  cash  by  Sherrel  or 
Craig  before  and  after  the  meeting  in  Boston. 

10)  After  this  "briefing",  I  flew  to  Boston  where 
I  waited  briefly  in  a  room  from  which  I  could  overhear  a  few 
closing  comments  by  Michael  Flynn  in  the  meeting  of  attorneys 
and  also  met  with  Fred  Joseph,  an  attorney  from  Washington, 
D.C.  in  regard  to  my  own  case.  I  reported  the  details  of 
the  meeting  that  I  had  obtained  to  the  G.O.  including  how 
many  I  saw  in  attendance,  the  names  of  those  I  was  introduced 
to,  and  specifically  whatever  I  heard  stated  to  the  best  of 
my  ability  to  recall.  At  no  time  during  this  meeting  did  I 
ever  hear  Michael  Flynn  mention  Flynn  Associates  Management 
Company  (FAMCO)  or  that  FAMCO  would  in  any  way  participate 
in  the  fee  relationship,  nor  did  I  report  to  the  G.O.  or 
make  any  mention  of  FAMCO. 

11)  After  the  meeting,  I  was  thoroughly  debriefed 
by  Jeff  Sherrel  and  Gary  Lawrence  and  they  informed  me  that 
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"Flynn's  days  were  numbered"  and  that  they  were  in  ttfe 
process  of  "taking  him  down". 

12)  Later  I  used  my  contacts  with  Attorney  Michael 
Flynn  to  further  establish  my  credentials  among  anti-Sci- 
entologists,  wherein  using  this  cover  I  became  involved  in 
numerous  operations  into  situations  to  which  I  would  not 
have  been  privy  without  the  Flynn  cover. 

13)  On  one  occasion,  Bill  Craig  informed  me  that 
his  supervisor,  Peter  Alvette,  said  that  one  of  the  means 
that  the  G.O.  had  used  to  penetrate  the  Flynn  office  was  the 
placement  of  Silvana  Garritano  there  as  his  secretary. 

Craig  informed  me  that  after  Garritano  was  placed  as  a  G.O. 
agent,  Chris  Vetter  related  being  present  at  a  big  party  at 
the  U.S.G.O.  after  the  announcement  to  the  other  branches  of 
the  U.S.G.O.  that  Garritano  was  openly  taking  steps  to  get 
Flynn  disbarred  with  the  claim  that  Garritano  was  used  to 
sign  a  false  affidavit  under  the  duress  of  Michael  Flynn. 
Craig  informed  me  that  Flynn  would  be  disbarred  shortly  with 
the  Garritano  operation.  Several  times  I  was  informed  by 
G.O.  personnel  that  the  Church  of  Scientology  had  received 
legal  advice  which  was  being  followed  by  the  Church  of 
Scientology  and  that  therfore  the  G.O.  public  relations 


-6- 


593 


bureau  had  ceased  the  public  dissemination  of  information 

against  the  impending  disbarment  of  Flynn  so  that  the  Mas 

sachusetts  Bar  Association  would  not  view  it  as  a  media 
campaign. 


14)  I  learned  later  that  one  of  the  attorneys  who 
was  present  at  the  May  1981  meeting  was  Greg  Hull  of  San 
Francisco,  California.  As  a  result  of  my  connection  with 
the  Flynn  office  I  was  able  to  penetrate  Hull . concerning  the 
number  of  potential  litigants  against  the  Church  in  the  San 
Francisco  area.  On  many  occasions,  I  was  requested  by  Bill 
Craig,  operating  he  stated  on  urgent  requests  and  orders 
from  the  U.S.G.O.  to  intimidate  Hull  and  prevent  him  from 
bringing  cases  against  the  Church  of  Scientology  by  in  part, 
informing  him  of  the  impending  Flynn  disbarment  using  the 

claim  that  Silvana  Garritano  had  been  forced  to  sign  a  false 
affidavit. 


15)  I  was,  at  one  point,  informed  that  Michael 
Flynn  was  being  followed,  that  he  looked  terrible,  and  that 
the  operations  against  him  were  extremely  successful. 

16)  In  connection  with  my  nationally  established 
position,  I  received  weekly  calls  from  sources  throughout 
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the  united  States,  including  Paulette  Cooper,  providing  me 
with  information  of  the  activities  of  Michael  Flynn  and  the 
cases  he  was  involved  in  against  the  Church. 


17)  Around  November  1981,  an  individual  named  Joan 
Eden  was  referred  by  myself  to  Greg  Hull  for  the  purpose  of 
representing  Ms.  Eden  in  a  lawsuit  against  the  church  for 
fraud  in  connection  with  the  Church's  promise  to  cure  her 
leukemia.  Ms.  Eden  contacted  the  Freedom  Counseling  Center, 
though  I  refused  to  see  her  as  a  client.  Clearly  stating 
this  fact  to  both  Lowell  Streiker  (the  Executive  Director  of 
the  Freedom  Counseling  Center  who  Ms.  Eden  was  seeing)  and 
to  Ms.  Eden,  I  was  able  to  debrief  her  on  her  legal  situation. 
I  learned  that  her  previous  attorney  in  Sacramento  had 
discovered  discredible  information  regarding  Ms.  Eden's  past 
history  and  had  been  discouraged  from  pursuing  her  suit. 
Another  member  of  the  counseling  center,  Lowell  Streiker, 
met  with  Ms.  Eden  and  several  members  of  the  G.O.  After 
that  meeting,  I  met  secretively  with  Woods  and  Jeff  Shivelle, 
the  Comptroller's  Assistant  for  Information  who  had  been 
meeting  that  day  with  Lowell  Streiker  and  Ms.  Eden.  I 
reinformed  Woods  of  the  inside  information  previously 
gathered  and  reported  to  him.  Eden  had  paid  a  considerable 
amount  of  money  to  the  Church  including  taking  out  a  mortgage 
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on  her  home  in  order  to  come  up  with  money  to  pay  fo'r 

auditing  in  order  to  cure  her  leukemia.  Later,  after  the 

G.O.  successfully  prevented  a  settlement  from  going  through, 

Eden  died,  and  the  G.o.  became  extremely  concerned  that  the 

Church  of  Scientology  could  be  made  subject  to  a  successful 
wrongful  death  suit. 

16)  In  January  1982,  I  received  a  partial  copy 
of  the  "Flynn  Report"  to  the  Clearwater  city  Commission 
about  the  Church  of  Scientology.  m  connection  with  this 
Report,  and  a  biography  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard  done  by  Michael 
linn  Shannon  and  the  facts  of  a  deprogramming  I  was  currently 
involved  in,  I  learned  things  about  Scientology  and  L.  Ron 
Hubbard  which  stunned  me  into  a  realisation  about  what  I  was 
doing.  I  then  went  to  Margaret  Singer,  a  well  known  psychologist 
involved  in  cult  cases  and  informed  her  of  some  of  the  types 
of  things  that  I  had  been  doing.  Subsequently,  I  went  to 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  and  to  the  Justice 
Department  concerning  my  activities.  The  G.O.  was  unaware 
of  the  fact  that  I  had  gone  in  such  a  manner  to  Dr.  Margaret 
Singer,  the  Justice  Department  or  the  F.B.I. 


x9)  In  March  1982,  Michael  Woods  and  Peter  Alvette 
were  ordered  to  go  to  Boston,  where  I  met  with  Woods.  Woods 
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told  me  that  the  reason  he  was  in  Boston  was  to  get  pew 
agents  into  the  Flynn  office  because  the  last  mission 
seeking  to  penetrate  the  Flynn  office  had  failed.  He  told 
me  that  since  they  had  lost  their  last  agent  inside  the 
Flynn  office,  the  only  line  they  had  in  on  him  was  his 
garbage.  He  told  me  that  although  Flynn  now  had  a  shredder, 
the  G. 0.  was  still  able  to  piece  the  shredded  pieces  back 
together,  and  that  they  had  an  individual  who  was  a  spe¬ 
cialist  in  connection  with  such  operations.  Woods  told  me 
that  he  had  a  list  of  160  people  who  were  then  being  con¬ 
sidered  as  new  agents  to  penetrate  the  Flynn  office.  These 
agents  were  in  the  process  of  being  recruited  by  the  G.O. 
Woods  requested  that  until  another  agent  could  be  success¬ 
fully  placed  in  the  Flynn  office  I  re-establish  my  pene¬ 
tration.  At  that  time,  after  several  meetings  with  Woods, 
m  which  he  pleaded  and  urged  that  I  conduct  the  type  of 
penetration  described,  I  agreed.  Although  I  was  secretly 
out  of  Scientology  at  that  time,  and  had  already  gone  to  the 
FBI,  I  had  previously  discussed  at  length  the  reason  why  I 
couldn’t  penetrate  the  Flynn  office  further  including  the 
fact  that  Flynn  would  likely  use  me  as  a  witness  placing  me 
in  a  position  wherein  to  keep  my  cover  I  would  have  to 
perjure  myself  and  which  I  had  stated  many  times,  I  would 
not  do.  Woods  told  me  that  I  should  state  various  "half 
truths"  without  stating  that  I  should  directly  perjure 
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myself.  At  the  time,  I  was  caught  in  between  having  gone  to 
the  FBI  without  the  G.O.  knowing  it,  and  still  being  con¬ 
sidered  an  internal  double  agent  for  the  G.O.  Woods  requested 
that  I  call  Attorney  Thomas  Hoffman  from  the  Flynn  office 
and  use  my  uneasiness  regarding  the  credibility  of  L.  Ron 
Hubbard,  Jr.  as  a  reason  for  the  discussion.  I  pretended 
extreme  nervousness  after  being  present  at  the  Center  on 
Destructive  Cultism  in  Weston,  Mass,  with  a  freshly  depro¬ 
grammed  Scientologist  while  present  at  the  same  moment  was  a 
server  attempting  to  serve  Dr.  Jack  Clark  with  his  second 
Scientology  suit.  I  used  nervousness  of  my  cover  being 
blown  as  a  device  to  cover  my  return  to  San  Francisco, 
wherein  Woods  called  me  repeatedly  seeking  to  use  me  to 
prevent  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  Jr.  from  testifying  in  Clearwater. 

I  refused  all  of  the  operations  that  he  wanted  me  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  for  the  foregoing  purpose.  Woods  told  me  that 
the  operation  to  prevent  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  Jr.  from  testifying 
had  become  a  top  level  G.O.  order  and  that  I  was  to  use  all 
of  my  credentials  in  connection  with  Flynn  and  with  Hubbard, 

Jr.  in  order  to  prevent  Hubbard,  Jr.'s  testimony. 


20)  On  April  13,  1982  an  individual  whose  name 
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was  "Steve"  came  to  meet  me  with  Michael  Woods  and  informed 
me  that  he,  Steve,  was  in  charge  of  a  mission  called  "All 
Clear"  in  order  to  get  Hubbard's  name  off  all  of  the  liti¬ 
gation  against  the  Church  of  Scientology.  They  further  in¬ 
formed  me  that  an  individual  named  Gerry  Armstrong  had  re¬ 
cently  defected  and  that  Armstrong  had  been  working  with 
Omar  Garrison  concerning  a  forthcoming  biography  about  Hub¬ 
bard.  They  informed  me  that  Armstrong  had  defected  and  that 
Armstrong  had  had  access  to  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  Jr.'s  B-l  file, 
which  contained  correspondence  between  myself' and  Hubbard, 
Jr.  They  told  me  that  Armstrong  had  been  in  touch  with  L. 
Ron  Hubbard,  Jr.  since  his  defection  and  they  feared  he 
might  be  able  to  deduce  I  was  a  double  agent  for  the  G.O. 
Steve  ordered  me  to  disseminate  information  that  Armstrong 
was  actually  a  G.O.  agent  and  was  not  to  be  believed  by 
opponents  of  Scientology.  I  advised  him  that  this  would  be 
stupid  and  that  Paulette  Cooper  would  love  to  subpoena  Gerry 
Armstrong.  Steve  then  recinded  the  order. 

21)  Subsequently,  I  contacted  Paulette  Cooper,  who 
was  involved  in  litigation  against  the  Church  of  Scientology, 
and  Michael  Flynn  and  informed  them  that  from  November  of 
1980  until  January  of  1982  I  had  been  operating  as  a  double 
agent  for  the  Church  of  Scientology.  Mr.  Flynn  requested  me 
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to  prepare  a  statement  relative  to  my  activities.  Although 
the  operations  I  have  been  involved  in  cover  hundreds  of 
situations  in  which  I  acted  as  an  espionage  agent  for  the 
G.O.  passing  on  information  to  them  and  doing  what  they 
requested  me  to  do,  this  affidavit  is  merely  intended  to  be 

a  general  outline  of  operations  I  was  involved  in  against 
Michael  Flynn. 


GOO 


£aw  Offices  of 

Michael  J.  Flynn 

* 

ifaneud  Malt  Office 

Ocuelve  Union  'Wharf 
^boston,  -Massachusetts  02109 

Uelephonc 
(611)  525 -I6MU 

One  Maneuil  Mall  Marketplace 

June  2,  1981 

Jay  Roth, 

Esquire 

617  South 

Olive  Street 

Suite  510 

Los  Angeles,  California  90014 

Dear  Mr.  Roth: 


The  Church  has  made  several  recent  requests  for  a  demand 
and/or  settlement  discussions  in  connection  with  the  Burden 
case  in  Florida.  These  requests  have  been  made  by  local  counsel 
the  Church  in  Tampa  to  our  local  counsel  in  the  Tampa  case. 

It  would  be  appropriate  in  the  future  to  direct  all  pro¬ 
posals  or  settlement  initiatives  to  this  office. 

Despite  the  breakdown  of  the  previous  settlement  discussions, 
perhaps  it  would  be  fruitful  for  the  Church  to  make  a  proposal 
for  the  settlement  of  all  existing  cases.  Such  a  proposal  should 
be  made  within  the  next  14  days  because  additional  8-10  cases 
are  in  the  process  of  being  commenced  in  Washington,  New  York 
and  Los  Angeles. 

I  would  suggest  that  a  reasonable  offer  for  all  pending 
lfff9ation,  an  agreement  for  no  future  litigation  involving  this 
office,  and  a  return  of  all  "Washington  documents"  should  be 
made  with  no  other  conditions  or  contingencies  except  releases 
and  that  the  proposal  should  be  not  less  than  1.6  million  dollars. 


Very  truly  yours. 


MJF : If 
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(.arson  Taylor 
J;*>  I).  Both 
Crrijory  Mooney 
Hol^ert  A.  Bush 
Amta  Knowlton 
H»>nrt  Kropp,  Jr 

of  Counsel 
Barrett  S.  Litt 


Taylok  &  Roth 

A  Law  Corporation 


617  Olive  Street 

Suitt  -310 

S  Caii/ornja  900  n 

623-8000 


June  10,  1981 


Michael  J.  Flynn,  Esq 
Twelve  Union  Wharf 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


02109 


Dear  Mr.  Flynn: 

yoSCS£P °f  JU"e  2'  1981  »"<J 

ss  saSffi.  "-ssss-tg  -2K. 

While  this  interest  pvjef c 

?o  ‘°WhiCh  Cases  »«  included Uin^vntSr  iS  SOI"e"h«  ambiguous 
>o  meke  s  proDo^p  l  r  ^  your  proposal  4-u 

m  c^«T£: 

Zra  ^  °rder  "  C°nSider  a°proposai*S^ 

furthermore,  it  won  in 

existing  litigation  and  hsomewhat  ludicrous  to  resolve  th,=» 
Provide  a  new^erSs^f  cllls^T^  °r  “-oSS  V£urs 

Therefor,  any  settleaen?  SSc^JL^^  ?CJ  t0  be  *Ued. 

site  your  authority  to  reaotvf  fS  St  have  as  a  prereaui- 

referred  to  other  lounslt  6  th°Se  C3Ses  you  Kve  * 


1  am  looking  forward  to  your  om.nf 

Y  ur  prompt  response  to  this  letter 
Verv  trnlv^ -  errer. 
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Robert  A.  Bush 
Walter  Cochran-Bond 
A.  Thomas  Hunt 
Anita  Knowlton 
Robert  Kropp,  Jr. 
Gregory  Mooney 
J*y  D.  Roth 
Carson  Taylor 


Taylor  &  Roth 

A  Law  Corporation 

61?  South  Olivr  Street 
*  Suite  510 

1-05  Angeles.  California  90014 
<213)  623-8000 
Telecopier  (213)  623-8002 


August  5,  1981 


Michael  J.  Flynn,  Esq. 
Twelve  Union  Wharf 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


02109 


Dear  Mr.  Flynn: 

to  advise  you  that 

firm  and  its  associates,  that  tho  1vtlgatlon  with  your 
California  is  no  longer  i^estid  ?^^  of .  Scientology  of 
proposed  by  you  at  this  time.  Pursuing  settlement  as 

men  ^proposals  ^  in  ^  settle- 

existence  of  my  client's  refund  ?flrin  the  continued 
advise  your  clients  £ha?  refunL'1 ?  Cy  *  •  1  su^est  that  you 

them  if  they  are  willing  to  ^ecat^111  aVailable  to  Y  “ 

y  to  execute  appropriate  releases. 
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BOARD  OF  BAR  OVERSEERS 


o f  the  Supreme  Judicial  Court 


koai'.d  oi  f)Vi-:r,si:.i-i?s 

(..  liKiKiKv.  (.Imhuiun 

l)i  I.unm,  \  ice  C.humunti 
Pm  I  1 1*  C.  Bl  \l> 

K  \i;in  Bi.ak i. 

Bl  vi  It I.V  \\  .  RonilNTl  IN 
Ch.MII.LS  S.  CoirilN 
1  Unnv  T.  Danii  ls 
Julia  Kaiitmann 
Ci  n  a  M.  Kiiklat 
I  Ians  F.  Lolsch 
Cmms  Pnom* 

Ci i  \ki.i  s  B.  Svvautwood,  III 


August  27,  1982 


ELEVEN  HEACOX  STP, r FT 
BOSTQN,  MASSACIltlSI '  ITS  02 1 ( 


61 7/7200700 


ADMIXIS  I'l'.ATOP. 

K  AKLN  L-  I  l.MUULS 


Hon.  John  E.  Powers 
Clerk 

Supreme  Judicial  Court 
Court  House 
Boston  Ma.  02108 

RE:  Michael  J.  Flynn,  Esq. 

12  Union  Wharf 
Boston,  Ma.  02109 


Dear  Mr.  Powers: 

The  records  of  this  Board  have  been  checked  and  show  that 
the  above-named  attorney  is  registered  and  that  no  complaints 
are  filed  and  pending  with  this  Board  against  him/her.- 


Sincerely  .yours 


Administrator 


KLH/pav 
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Carson  Taylor 
Jay  D.  Roth 
Gregory  Mooney 
Robert  A.  Bush 
Anita  Knowlton 
Robert  Kropp.  fr. 

of  Counsel 
Barrett  S.  Lift 


Taylor  &  Roth 

A  Law  Corporation 


617  South  Olive  Street 

^uit«  51(1 

Los  Angeles.  California  9001 4 
(213)  623-8000 


February  20,  1981 


Michael  J.  Flynn,  Esq. 

12  Union  Wharf 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02109 

Re:  Church  of  Scientology 


Dear  Mr.  Flynn: 

iS-t0  c°nfirm  our  conversation  of  this  date  reqardincj 

Ch!rohaif%°^  D°nfld  and  Pe99Y  Bear  against  my  client,  the 
f  Scientolo?y.  It  is  my  understanding  that  we 
a?r<femfnt  Wlth  respect  to  the  settlement  of  these 

i«m!zfdabJloS:almS  a"d  ”ade  fUrth£r  “"Standings  as 

ea<.*  Jf:  You  V111  f?rward  to  my  office  immediately  verifi¬ 

er In*  Sf  TeS'Pa\d  to  the  Church  of  Scientology  by 

tions  Shall  blafn1?h  J  SUm  2f  $107'948-88*  Said  verifica- 
checke  hS  °rm  °f  receiPts  from  or  cancelled 

checks  reflecting  payment  to  the  Church  of  Scientology. 

exchange  for  full  and  complete  releases  from 

ZllI  Ill'll'  Mr-  ?n5  Bear'  the  Churchof  Scientology 
*  SUm  °f  fH7'948-88-  Said  sum  shall  be  paid 

The  Davmin^-Sn?r  c®Jtlfl?d  check  no  later  than  March  6,  1981. 
of  the^verif ication  timely 

your  clients  and  forwarding9them  to^ou^of f icJ  at^the*^  ^ 
eginning  of  next  week.  The  releases  will  be  provided  to 

of  tte  tirdiJ  O?  ”PresenJati''e=  of  the  Church  at  the  time 
or  the  tender  of  the  sum  described  above. 

describinaWthe°^+-f?reed^that  thlS  settlement  and  the  letter 
ing  the  settlement  are  confidential  and  shall  not  be 

disclosed  to  any  other  party  other  than  our  respective  clients 
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Michael  J.  Flynn,  Esq. 

February  20,  1981 
page  two 


•  ..  .J*  agreed  that  your  firm  and  the  Church 

of  tio  ?2?°wne?  ^■ltl9a tion  against  each  other  for 
•  .  ,  weeks.  This  agreement  does  not  extend 

with  respect  to  litigation  already  on  file. 


would 
a  period 
to  actions 


m  u6;  “e  a9reed  to  tentatively  schedul 
March  6,  1981.  The  time  and  place  of  the 
set  in  our  discussions  next  week. 


e  a  meeting  for 
meeting  is  to  be 


If  this  does  not  confirm 
ment,  please  contact  me 


your  understanding 
immediately . 


of 


our 


agree- 


Very  truly  yours. 


^AYLOR  &  R6TH 
A,  Lav?  - 


JAY  nD.  ROTH 


JDR:Ts 
cc:  Keith  Frost 
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THE  AMERICAN  LAWYER 


SCIENTOLOGY’S  WAR 
AGAINST  JUDGES 


BY  JAMES  B.  STEWART.  JR. 


On  September  5,  !9S0,  as  U.S.  District 
Court  Judge  Ovaries  Richey  was  recuper¬ 
ating  from  two  pulmonary  embolisms  and 
exhaustion,  lawyers  for  the  Church  of 
Scientology  and  the  Justice  Deportment 
rachered  before  Judge  Aubrey  Robinson, 
Kiche^’a  successor  in  the  two-year-old 
cocjptraey  case  sixlnst  1 1  members  of  the 
Church  of  Scientology.  Judge  Richey  had 
*lrcady  convicted  and  sentenced  nine  of 
the  original  1 1  defendants,  but  the  remain-" 
ing  two.  recently  extradited"  from  En^ 
gUnd.  were  about  to  go  oo  trill. 

"Particularly  from  the  standpoint  of 
your  Honor's  Ice  fin  p  about  these  defen¬ 
dants  who  are  members  of  the  Church  of 
Scientology.  .  ."began  John  Stoner,  Jr., 
a  la  wycr  for  one  of  the  defendants.  He  was 
interrupted^  by  Judge  Robinson.  -You 
want  to  raise  a  motion  to  recuse?—  the 
judge  asked.  He  knew  what  Shorter's  re- 
mzrt  foreshadowed,  having  witnessed  the 
Scientologists*  campaign  to  drive  Judge 
Richey  off  the  case.  “Is  this  a  fishing  ex¬ 
pedition?" 

Robinson  is  the  fourth  D.C  district 
court  judge  to  preside  over  the  Scientology 
case  and  the  latest  target  of  the  Seim- 
tologrsts*  self-procLaimed  "attack- Edga- 
tioo  strategy.  Their  strategy  amounts  to  an 
all-out  war  against  the  D.C  district  court 
lodges,  a  war  much  more  sophisticated, 
berier  financed  and  more  successful  than 
the  birarre  tactics  used  by  some  other 
groups  against  their  courtroom  adver- 
uries.  such  as  Synanoo's  attempt  to  mur¬ 
der  an  opposing  counsel  by  putting  a 
rattlesnake  U  his  mailbox. 

Unlike  Synanou,  the  Church  of  Sdexv- 
lology  has  long  sought  Jo  distinguish  itself 
“  a  legitimate  religion.  Founded  hi  1954 
by  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  a  science  fiction 
writer,  philosopher  and  author  of  the  best- 
scliing  book  DUtncticj:  The  Modem 
Science  of  Mental  Health .  the  church 
claims  five  million  adherents  to  its  self- 
help  philosophy.  The  Church  of  Scientol¬ 
ogy  has  called  kseif  the  spiritual  heir  of 
Buddhism  in  the  western  world,  and  fo¬ 
cuses  on  what  k  calls  “pastoral  counsel¬ 
ing"  to  increase  its  members  *  abi lilies  and 
awareness. 

B  ut  in  the  past  few  yean,  the  church  has 
been  accused  of  brat* washing  and  Karaxs- 
mg  its  members,  and  k  has  become  em¬ 
broiled  in  dozens  of  lawsuits  (see  sidebar 
pap:  32),  including  the  1 971  criminal  coo-* 
apiracy  charges  sgaion  1 1  ©fits  members. 
Such  setbacks  hive  triggered  Increasingly 
militant  responses,  which  focused,  m  the 
conspiracy  esse,  on  the  federal  judiciary. 

The  Scientologists*  legal  strategy  his  bee* 
k>  force  the  recusal  of  cvcrv  todte  is- 
signed  to  that  case. 

Judges  lie  *  the  root  of  the  rending 
criminal  charges  *f>inst  »he  Scieniolc- 
gisu.  In  1976,  D  C.  District  Court  Judge 
Cecrge  Mart.  Jr.,  casually  proposed  a 
deposition  of  Hubbard  in  conjunction  with 
one  of  many  Freedom  Of  Information  Act 
Wits  filed  the  ctvmcli.  Hart's  remark 
\iio  deposition  ever  proved  necetsaryi 
caused  Scientology  afficials  to  M*ev< 
that  the  government  koew  somediing  in- 
erimioAtmj  about  Hubbard.  A i  a  result  the 


I  church  intensified  its  efforts  to  learn  what 
information  the  government  might  pos¬ 
sess. 

At  the  same  time,  the  church  was  Issu¬ 
ing-  ••Guardian  Programme  Orders" 
(directives  lo  church  members)  Idling 
them  to  use  "standard  overt  sources**  and 
"any  suitable  guise  Interviews"  to  moni¬ 
tor  the  activities  of  all  district  court  judges 
presiding  »  the  FOIA  suits.  Ln  1977  that 
-directive  was  extended  to  all  15  active 
jud gel  U  the  D.C.  federal  district  court. 

Posing  k  some  Instances  ad  students  and 
journalists.  Scientologists  interviewed  the 
judges,  researched  their  careen  and  back¬ 
grounds,  followed  them  and  prepared 
dossicn.  According  to  Scientology  docu¬ 
ments.  their  goal  was  to  determine  **tooe 
level "  and  •‘buttons  oo"— Indicia  of  per¬ 
sonal  vulnerability,  in  the  parlance  of 
Scientology.  But  the  ehurdri  operation 


church  members.  This  was  Boudin's  first 
association  with  the  church,  but  Hinch- 
kop  had  handled  a  search  and  seizure  mat¬ 
ter  for  the  church  Lb  1977. 

One  lawyer  who  represents  Sc  lento  lo- 
ruts  and  has  worked  with  Boudin  and 
Hirschkop  often  this  Ideological  defense 
for  their  taking  the  case:  "It  is  aiiropfe  case 
of  government  overreaching."  he  says. 
‘The  government  just  can't  to  lento  an  or- 
gmixatioo  with  nonconforming  beliefs. 
The  Scientologists  stand  up  for  their  rights 
— •g£Tr«ivdy."  Another  Uwycr  who  has 
worked  on  the  case  adds  a  financial  motive 
for  their  taking  such  a  case:  ‘These  people 
pay  their  bills— top  dolhr  and  on  time 
which  is  more  than  I  can  say  for  most  of  my 

unpopular  clients.  This  case  will  finance  a 
lot  of peo  bono  work."  Hirschkop  won't 
say  what  he  has  received  in  legal  fees  from 
the  Scientologists,  but  the  church  is  a  pros- 


THE  SCIENTOLOGISTS  ’  LEGAL 
STRATEGY  HAS  BEEN  TO  FORCE  THE 
RECUSAL  OF  EVERY  JUDGE  ASSIGNED 
TO  THE  CONSPIRACY  CASE. 


went  far  beyond  legal  surveillance  Mem¬ 
ber!  of  the  church  were  caught  breaking 
into  the  offices  of  the  IRS  and  thcJustice 
Department,  JteaIIng*and  copying  docu¬ 
ments  and  eavesdropping.  Oct  August  15, 
1971,  11  Scientologists  were  indicted  oo 
charges  of  electrorucally  intercepting  oral 
IRS  communications,  forging  government 
passes.  Illegally  entering  government 
buildings,  recruiting  Scientologists  to 
infihratc  the  government,  stealing  records 
belonging  to  the  IRS,  Justice  Department 
and  the  U.S.  Attorney  and  conspiring  to 
iTlegaJly  obtara  documents  in  the  posset- 
sion  of  I  he  United  States  and  to  obstruct  jus¬ 
tice. 

The  Scientologist  defendants  hired 
some  well-known  defense  counsel.  Mary 
Sue  Hubbard,  the  wife  of  church  leader  L, 
Roo  Hubbard  and  the  highest  ranking  de¬ 
fendant  on  trial,  retained  Leonard  Boudin 
of  RaSnowicz.  Boo din  £  Standard  and 
Michael  Hcrtzberg,  a  solo  practitioner, 
both  activist  lawyers  now  practicing  law  la 
New  York  CVy.  Two  other  defendants, 
Henning  Heldt  and  Duke  Slider,  retained 
Alexandria.  Virginia,  lawyer  Philip 
Hirschkop,  who  had  been  counsel  for  the 
"D.C.  Kmc.* *  antiwar  proto icrs  arret icd  I 
**  1970.  la  all,  12  lawyer*  were  hited  vo 
defend  cJrte  defendsnti  (rwo  others  had 
fled  to  England  *hcrr  tltcy  f*ced  extradi¬ 
tion  proceedings).  JhaUin  and  Hirxchxop 
soon  assumed  the  leading  roles  hi  the  de¬ 
fense. 

BouJU  and  Hinchkop  wo«*i  discuss 
why  they  were  selected,  but  dx*  public 
Identifies* too  with  railed  *\ k3  unpopular  * 
causes  was  undoubtedly  *  or  active  to  I 


pcrtxts  dicoL  la  one  instance  a  member 
.P***  the  church  530,000  for  the  required 
series  of  counseling  sessions. 

Whatever  their  reasons  for  taking  the 
case,  ht^b-minded  principles  have  not 
characterized  the  campaign  of  the  Sciea- 
lologtsti*  lawyers  against  the  District  of 
Columbia  judges.  In  August  1 971  the  cases 
were  assigned  to  Judge  Hart,  the  judge 
whose  comment  had  originally  intensified 
the  intelligence  operation  and  who,  like  ail 
of  his  fellow  D.C.  district  court  judges,  had 
been  investigated.  He  became  the  first  vic¬ 
tim  of  the  Scicrvtologists’rtcusaJ  strategy. 

Boudin  filed  the  first  recusal  motion  in 
January  1 979.  HU  theory  was  a  novel  ore 
by  telling  Judge  Hart  that  the  judge  him¬ 
self  was  a  target  of  the  Sc  lento  Jo  gists 'own 
possibly  illegal  activities,  he  would  cause 
the  judged  be  biased,  or  appear  to  be  bi¬ 
ased.  against  them.  In  his  motion,  Boudin 
quoted  a  Scientology  document  ordering 
an  "overt**  and  "covert"  data  collection 
operation  against  Judge  Hart,  which.  In 
Boudin's  words,  "possibly  [included]  the 
use  of  methods  violative  of  the  judge's 
privacy  and  ocher  rights  and  possibly 
violative  of  the  criminal  laws."  Boudin 
concluded  that  **thc  sitting  judge  is  re¬ 
vealed  to  rhe  jury  and  the  public  as  a  victim 
of  possibly  illegal  actions."  and  "the 
judge  has  an  obvious  interest  which  may 
be  effected  by  the  outcome  of  the  case." 
Notwithstanding  documents  to  which  gov¬ 
ernment  *nd  defense  counsel  had  access 
ordering  similxr  operations  on  all  the  Dis¬ 
trict  t*f  Columbia  dittrict  court  judges. 
Boudin  declared  that  he  knew  of  no  ovbcr 
such  campaigns. 


Ahhough  government  lawyers,  led  bi 
chacf  prosecutor  Raymond  Binoun.  pn> 
tested  vigorously,  arguing  that  the  Scien¬ 
tologists  were  using  their  own  possibly 
illegal  activities  to  disqualify  the  judge. 
Hart  gran ted  the  recusal  motion  and  step¬ 
ped  down.  Hart  denied  that  be  was  biased, 
bu  be  agreed  that  the  appearance  of 
Impartiality  bad  been  tainted  by  the  Scico- 
tologtstx*  surveillance  operation  aga Inst 
him.  "I  was  afraid  a  jury  would  be  preju¬ 
diced  against  the  defendants  because  of 
their  alleged  threats  against  me."  Han 
usd  recently. 

The  case  was  assigned  next  to  Judge 
ttoua  Obentorfer,  who  b  tight  of  Judge 
Hart  s  recent  experience  asked  for  memo¬ 
randa  and  oral  arguments  from  both  sides 
at  the  outset  Indicating  potential  grounds 
for  disquafificatioo.  Government  lawyers 
pointed  out  la  their  memo  that  Oberdorfer 
was  formerly  an  assistant  attorney  general 
la  charge  of  the  tax  division  of  the  Justice 
Department,  which  bad  prosecuted  l  case 
that  ended  the  tax-exempt  status  for  the 
founding  Church  of  Scientology  la  Lo* 
Aageks  la  1969.  Oberdorfer  concluded 
that  he  had  "personal  knowledge  of  dis¬ 
puted  evidentiary  facts,"  and  on  February 
5,  1979,  be  too  stepped  down. 

Shortly  afterward  the  case  fell  to  Richey, 
57,  a  1971  Nixon  appointee  whose  liberal 
record— especially  in  the  area  of  defen¬ 
dants  *  rights—Hcurprised  early  critics.  The 
assignment  initially  pleised  the  Scientol¬ 
ogy  defendants.  Xa  a  pamphlet  called  ‘The 
Trial  of  the  Scientology  Nine."  prepared 
by^the^ScientoJogistx,  Judge  Richey  was 
described  as  haring  "a  very  fatherly  visage 
•  •  •  though  crippled  with  a  congenital  de¬ 
fect  in  hiship,  one  does  do<  notice  either  hh 
Ump  or  his  shortness.  His  glasses  glinting 
from  the  tights  of  the  courtroom  add  to  the 
picture  of  a  man  of  deep  intelligence  and 
sympathy."  And  whea  Richey,  loo.  asked 
at  the  outset  for  a  recusal  motion  If  one  were 
planned,  Boudta  and  Hirschkop  said  they 
were  satisfied  with  his  assignment  to  the 
case.  That  attitude  was  soon  belied  by  a 
campaign  of  harassment  that  took  place  in 
and  out  of  the  courtroom. 

During  the  summer  of  1979,  court  ses¬ 
sions  were  held  for  about  three  weeks  in 
Los  Angeles,  where  Richey  xwdukd 
testimony  oo  the  Scientologists*  motion  to 
suppress  evidence  seized  by  the  FBI  in  its 
1977  raids  of  the  church *j  headquarters. 

The  thousands  of  documents  **rr*ed  in 
(hose  raids  constituted  the  core  Cm  ‘Jzs  evi¬ 
dence  against  the  alleged  crwrr-rMon.  I 
The  hearings  bad  been  moved  tr» 
gcles  to  accommodate  the  Scie 
witnesses. 

Prior  to  his  departure  for  Lc  .•:» 

Richey  received  several  death  thr*  *.l. 
judge  has  never  publicly  illeged  t.w  -hove 
threats  came  from  Scieniulogk  •  st*!  ha.* 

.said  they  were  u.iretated  to  the  r-vt.  but  hr 
Hew  to  California  evcortcd  by  r~. :•  .sdcral 
evarahals,  and  r  la  borate  seettri*.  -recau¬ 
tions  were  implemented  at  If.*  '--tic ml 
courthouse  In  downtown  Los  e \c«les. 

During  the  Isearings,  defens*  :/*ycn 
repelled^*  inunr.apted  the  or.  .‘.-eding? 
with  objections,  motions  and  au-..‘>*e  com- 


n  rt  n 


?*nt*Q'.  todinfiflj  irvnalu  lo  the  hdtt 
Fw  example.  H«chUp  a, *o<hc?c££i 

mvKt^i  „  *****  cwdemur*  ruJinp  U  a 

^  *“*•"  0«  WaToaJ 

V?"£  Hinehkop  accused  Riche*  o Ovine 
R**eT  left  the  tench^S 
out  rather  than  hold  defense  ecu*. 

£1  srsyupr  °oc*-  -  *  »*£ ££ 

ta*’  **  ,he  Mp  Kern  lo  boil  o~L 
speatmg  •«  Hirschhop,  Richey  uy  ~,' 

*»•«  done  nothing  to  h£ 

pifK  KiSS-gStS  !i/r 


nave  | 

**•'/  Bwowi  uvt. 

Hmchicop  cli  trr>i  rh*  he  the  or^ 

kmp(  for  rrw  .if con- 
•*■  -  •  FTuyhkop  un.  ,cca/|,n. 

rb*  t  r  a  » m  •  D  '  t  • 


tmcwkhtm^.;^  -n  ™Ua.COVW  *******  th*  Rieht-v  w..  . .  _ . 


srsl 

^.mba  >979.  after  J*  Lo,  ^ 

RjChe7  dasied  ‘V  Scen- 

“t0***  moooe  lo  suppress  the  eviderui  r 
whi-k^?  "f  *  “;Pul*'<°n  of  facts  * 

TgSzE&B-s 


»howrf  that  Richey  was  prejodieed 

•t»>»sSocmoJog/su.  Forcxas^  wkh! 

HirtchJtop  said 

“format  mo  »nd  beliefithe  security 
“t-os  Atopies  was  reload  to  therein 
ppjrhcnt>oe  with  rczxrd  to  the  defer*. 

.7.  t>clcrv- 


/r  .  ™  WKa  lo  the  defer*. 

"«  °r  Ox*-  church.  ”  adding 
^  *  “  unpouibie  to  imagine  t  atronaex 

7Z;T^^  wj-Aw-JSJS 

life  oc  well- 

V/K«c'’cr  iu  menu,  the  recusal  motion 
VrprtcacJ)-  defective  in  at  least  two  teeh- 
"|f  .  re'P«t*  The  juJicial  rccuiai 
^“•nu  a  timely”  motion  TurZLZXIZ 


iy~~  " 

•  U4ruh^°P  ecsou^uei.  ^  |  ,"rtrry  .  . 

^*^.rt»M,uru*o,  ^  »o  the  tJucau 


I  =S!v?^«5=3i; 

Che  evidence.  whU  he  raid  vu  '^  r tier  neadyl M  ^ 

ey^noe  of  rv;k.“  —  fSd-^r.*  "f*1  h>d  be<3  Pcso/vcd  jrairv« 
26.  U  corvid  *11  nine  On  Oe*  I  — *ftd  Waj  ^PP^vcd  bv 

cember  6  t^o  dayt  before  they  v^rc  ^  ^  1  *rrKlav»‘.  r-erf  one  ^\h^  ^ 

•enrenccd.  .  ^  I  ^  *»«*  Have  Hied  k^h 

J^c.-acr,  HhocKlchp  cnrvrcdea.  -R^h,v 
•a*  rfw^rf7w*ji^k^f.-T>fnihc  Jq 

f'nse  ir>  l/><  motion.  ol.1v*.  r 


'  ^  “  n*ou.  i - ••  riincmvc^p  cn.*>ocdc*  * ‘t> L- w 

I  I  *f“*  rccutal  rnotin*  Boudin  and  •  tto>dy  r’vjudk'ed  fmm  if*  *nt 

I I  «L^efs  LV  I  t1  *w£y  *! 

«  I  £Z2  hW  R‘'-"!*T  1  'Opowe  iu  ther  I  *<cunty  preeautami.  iaotin.  I 

xlcounmom  uctic.  end  lo  tbe  Uu„i  I  m*T  .xcept  reaao^’^ 

entity  peccauttnns  without  n*ik  nt  ...’_.r_  I 


ju  rulinpia  the  caae.”  He  denied  the  me 
^7  aentenecd  the  aine 
defendana  lo  pnaoa  temu  of  from  iu 

T^dcnui  o/their  fvr«  rccv«J  cnotioo 
^  ^  “Renees,  which  the  Scicvck? 
rrjanied  u  »«conicion*My  kwi 

dnvx  Richey  from  the  ciie.  Su  mo^ihi 
m  June  1 9 SO.  defense  counsc]  wCrr 
£*?? h  rrcvtxJ  mexon,  mom 

d*nvi^inj  and  threateninf  toJudrc  Riche v 

TV  ,roufnd^r« 

^  rxrirty  a  vear  hefom 

»V«Iy  »fler  the  Lot  Anfclei'hearinp. 

TTtat  .ummer.  Thomaj  Douriaa.  fudte 
RicVy  ,  official  court  reporter  who  i! 
CtXnf’!'”Ti.  h,'n  ,°  L°i  Anpclet,  waa  ap. 
f*°xhcJ Wu^chltop  inen  after  their 
return  to  Washington.  In  a  sworn  affidavit 
ded  •»  response  to  the  second  recusal  mo- 
l^w^^  “r‘.  ni~Vop  wanted  to 
'f  ^  ‘cc“"<r  pcccautinns  in  Us 
Anples  resulted  from  Riehey‘s  fear  of 
Scicjitoloerfii.  hi  ^  .  1 
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i  ,bu<  thu  Vfore  kivinx  Wnb- 

^  «*  hi.  Wife  and  two 

*°2‘k*3  rrccivcd  rwo  death  threats. 

I  197T^s!^^''T“‘£f-i"Doc,™bCT 

b\J'.  SrKotoJtoO'  l*w7cf  hired  RieVrd 

I  rv  L  prH‘U  delectlTe  wh°  l«f  wotted 
for  fWKiop  .everai  yean  before  to 
Uve,  ague  JU dr  Richcy*i 
proc^rt^ Bin*.  fee;  JJ2 1,000 plu.  e£ 

I  BT^1*  ®***  *  f***t  *tep«  wu  to 

Richey  *.  UnercinJe^e  e^! 

I  .(£  ,£? r^1  ,°r.l9t0'  *  fe»  ^du 
»Acf  iSc  Soeniolojuu*  sentencing,  Fred 

Cjja.  a  Bast  employee  and  mired  police 

.  ^-5.  manhali  who  had  accompanied 
RJehey  to  L*  Angeles.  Cain  explained  to 
Feny  thax  be  had  been  retained  br  a  Eure>- 
pcaa  industrialist  whose  da  writer  bad 
commiftrd  suicide,  allegedly  as  a  result  of 
involvement  with  the  Chureb  of  Scico- 
*oJ°£y ,  and  that  his  assignment  wu  to 
uncover  in/ooBAtio®  that  could  b<  damar- 

jf*  *°  SC^UrdL  Ae^>rdiag  to  Bai, 

I  lold  Cain  that  he  wanted  to  writea 

^ok  on  the  ^TRcntoIo^  case,  and  Bait  of. 

Pm^v\5,°°°*dvlnCe-  B  1st  uy,  that 
Percy  took  the  moocy,  and  they  apxed  to 


wort  together. 

-JT^L**-*"*  of  M*r  23  •  Pony  »~f  Celt. 

h^JiT'ST;.-  etmn  rcponer-  - 

tome  to  Wubmyton.  Ace-ordi nt  10  Dou- 
n*n  1  ifTidivit,  C«ia  introduced  himielf 
“  *  pnruc  iove,.it.,or  for  IntomTtoni 
lnvc.ox.oon*.  L*..  Bul*, 

•ic«7.  md  told  him  the  ume  .u—Tv^ 
the  European  industrialist. 

“*■  ^idavit  that  he 

ound  the  story  improbable  but  that  be- 

burglarized  and 

itohhTT4—  P^x>=  caJIi. 

he  1  ui peeled  came  from  Scientokv 

jma,  be  wax  cunoui  about  what  Cain  and 

<i0ing-  Accofri^l  *0  the  affid*- 
**•  EWa  met  with  Cain  three  r~-Z 
t™a.  *Ad  each  time  he  wax  questioned 
About  Judre  J?L~J -  a  • _ 

w„  bcinj 

forded.  Cuo  tod  bcco  drinkinx  hcvily 
Dourl*n  **r*.  >du  a  result,  the  court  Zl 
pon»  wu  ^le  to  .lip  .  *m»I| 

?»"?  three  cxueneiou!  of  Ciin*«poeke< 

Dounw  «  Ua  moctinx  with  CrinC^  00 

dZZJt'  Whefli^Lme<  wWl  B «  •«<(  thea 
dined  a  .  nexrt>y  Ktx.  Hut.  Axiia  Doo- 

nia  w**  **k*d  tboM  Rictoy. 


BATTLES 


.  The  Church  of  Scicatoloxy  ha  bcea 

SSt  i?rt^n0ri  CCTUU0‘  ,!o'f*f»o 

»uwe  Jtj  foundinx  oexriy  30  vein  am 
BcskIo  periodic  clashes  wi ££ 

«~=ota..thc  chunri,  h«  fOed  awiTof 

wSuas  ss? 

►  Fourteen  libel  xurex  have  K  n  I  *^ast  tiiCni  ^  dismissed,  the  pair 

2»iM  pbujSt ^2^- ch^* ^ •‘•“k £* 


the  .Twr  and  never  followed  throuth  00 
ru  thnar  «o  nut  the  riner.  .. 

church  rued  two 
New  Yort  wntai,  Tub  SiexeJreia  tod 
no  Coe  way.  a.*Ver  they  oroeired 
Sc*atolojy  00  the  -David  Suakind 
^ow  while  dbeuiriax  ttoir  book 
r.  After  the  Sciefitnirt*;^  • 


^  ^  •  uiwu2  *yyz 

makT  “T.*4  I977 f-c*  AexeJes  t„  ^ 

«U*..pl»ny  letter, 
l«^v«r  and  .  forxed  boob 

5^>°Pcri  indictment  fa  1773.  7^ 

“.J77 %5°°ff  ^  rru2a2 

chi£ck.  I  ^  Ik>0  *uh 
►  A  1977  Aik  agairut  the  Jon 
f'f®?  “kfJ  SIO.OOO  fa  damages 
wvaxioo  offjn  vacy  £mm  a  reporter  who 

^  write  a  rtory^ouTS 

wJM?'  ^  Ct>Un:h  to  drop  the 

lr  P!Ans  Jo  pubCxh  the  storv  wm- 

ssn sjste 

»oa  *cce«  atajnB  the  paper.  The  rue 
iudimen- 

ZL,n£i  to  ’“'I**-  rJS? 

«  the  etoruh.  ^ 

p*Ny.  *to  haru.vtf  rep.^^TC'e'0 

ocH/ntertwed  the  churlh  f.v  'aj^/tf  I  f" 
pmec...  a,«t  the  f,V„  ,ued  ^  j  I" 

^av,  totrinx  the  ehu,ch*.  hane-^  I  7‘ 
of  m  repiKieo.  IV  church  I 
l  I 


» jonnerebureh 
— 1 .  w^,  uru.  Currently  pend* 
i"I  Af  amxt  Che  church  Arc  *  r 
t.y?k  October  21  by  Lawrence 
1  Bottoe  caamhoe  nmner,  axh- 
B»21ioft  for  damages  Ats- 
txxoc^  After  he  wax  allegedly  physically 
by  a  Scientology  recnidtej^ 
S^TMyi  that,  doe  to  the  injury,  he 
d**y  never  run  again; 

►  •'S16-miMoa  suit  fUcd  fa  April  by 

JtoS,  !^t!* » 

eburch  member  who  claims  she  was  dc~ 
cci  red  and  forced  to  remain  fa  the 
cbttrchr  ^  as  slave  labor  and  kid- 
napped  after  she 

^  1  5.2I’52rDi°0  brought  by  Uzz 
r^ixt  Gabor  Stabo  fa  Feb?wC? 
the  church  em6ezzw2‘ 

f*3  rorc»l  hire  to  tmderro 
»  Tile  repair  coutk*'; 

^  U«  December  by 
church  «a!T  member  bvendi 

^r^ehurehdrepouts.  Her  suit  ac 
°^s  tbe  church  of  wnnd  control 
J*ofiwful  electronic  survcinance  and 
^Ahmf  details  u,#’  her  private  life  to  the 
media. 

U"  f“J*  Tilehboume,  , 

mer  Church  of  ScKuetcyy  mete  tor 
™  «  oi^on  by  a  P^a^; 

\rr^°/  F^T-  wlcich  found  ihm  the 


venation  was  recorded. 

Tto  rtcordinx.  of  Dourian.  wi(h 
tape-recorded  .latemenu  made  by  Perrr 
^f1'U‘fTe'v“  m*d'  bf  HiraehkopI— 2l 

collected  by  Ba. (-formed  tV  bariTidr 
•to  Beit  racuui  motion  ajurm  judre  RL 
ctoy.  The  mouoo.  Iarvely  inenmd.,- 
«  earlier  recu^  moS,  niedb^H^hf 
k^warfdedoeW  20.  1S^.^ 
««Jutx*  Were  bexmniox  axaitut  the  rim 

Britoto^feT**"07  ^tr*4itaf  mC 
Bntaan.  For  tome  of  the  Sc ientoioriru* 

eountol.  towever,  the  reeuiai  .tratorJ  had 
*toe  too  fY.  There  was  tppa«£,y%£? 
itlioe  w«fua  the  rank,  to  th^TivS^ 
£  *«  fvepamd.  CW 

ycr.  Michael  Nuasbaum,  who  reoreaenLed 
«*»  «f  «to  defeBdlBtl. 
fu*£T*  *to i  wnhdrew  a.  trial  cotuuS 
wu^ufv  ^ °f  lh“  “otioa 

was  hied  by  Moms  Budlonr,  ooe  of  the 
extradited  defendant,,  Klu 

^  tET  ?ffke  10  Hi«ehkop 
Amont  ^e  ptr^dtctil  remark,  that  Bud- 

fetoynw^th'°iUrfte  RJche7  *«« 

K>chey  i  death  chreau  emanated  from 
Soentologutx;  that  Jim  Jones  and  Scicn- 
tologuts  were  MaB  the  same’*;  that  k 

wouid  be  a  •  leather  fa  hts  hat**  to  coa  vict 

*e  Scjeotofagistsj  and  that  Richey  had 
toW  another  judge  that  Scientologist,7 Joe 

sss^s^w'ran 

About  Richey,  c king  “respecter 

£sxsiS£s2;£i«s 

of  the  plot  Rictoy  alluded  to.  They  hid 
£«]cnttom  6wu  But,  who  uy,  hi 

A«t«lc«  a-m,  forTnfora*. 
?«»to«t.  ]  Udt«  R^  *.  perwnxJ  hxbiu. 
totervKwmx  motel  and  rotaunnt  employ! 
««d  makmt  videoapa  ^  re^Sd- 
top.  The  information  not  reveiled  la  the 
mcoon.w*.  tikes  by  But  to  polkicS 
eolumms  Jack  Aadereoo.  P0**"^ 

Tto  central  fijure  U  Bw’i  nor,  vu  a 

wS>?v4nif!j^llcla  proRl‘tuto  who 
•wtotf  tto  Brentwood  Holiday  Inn  tto 

1^1^?  **r»f  durinx  tto  Lot 

^  1  Tida5  N«xdtol 
•town  to  Gaty  Cohn.  •  repooerfor  Ander- 

pr°*lJ.lyte  rec*JJ<ad  "to  titfllattox 

•?“;  *«orttoX  to  Coha.  an  - - i 

*•*  Jwlte  Rictoy  at  the  Inotel^Th? 
g^meot  of  her  aerrica.  Accordlrx  to 
Coho,  Bait  ilao  ahowed  result!  of  Ito 
£«*■<•  tost,  cooduetod  by  dai  to 
SrZT*  *“  ***  prostitute  wu  unin" 
of  Perry,  thi 

U J.  BiartbaX^cInminj  Rfabey 

*  PC«»  »  woman  *  ’;  led  atipe 
•wwdtoX  of  Cowian,  tto  court  reporter 
^ftol  Rictoy  "wu  llwayi  pick£^’ 

ofSfto^  V.W“  faW*«y  *lep<ieil 
Of  the  story  because  he  was  aware  that  Bast 

employ^  by  the  Scientoloxiiu.  But 
%!££!?  h,^frte»  »™tod  with  Baa  and 
I  ^Td  hTn-  ^  **r*  to  comidered  bot  re- 
.>«ted  the  poaiihiltty  that  the  proiiirute 

I  U»  tVW  *  Sf*e»«o«oxi!l.  pitted  to  eo- 

I  “7‘  °n'y  <to<  to*  dia- 

I  of'toproamuiewu  -^xidental." 

toat  V  pud  !«,  Jl.W.  a,M  Jhe  j,  BO(*< 

I  '  towetolotut  and  that  the  u  no  Ion r or 

|  |  Urtetwilking.  w  ^tcr  I 

I I  or.^'’  w,c>,£  which  liter ap-  | 

I  J  ,g1r><V:,r  Andrrvm*.  by-line.  focuT 

I  I  top  un  11  u(  i  tnvcaiix.tion  and  Richey*. 

ptoeureniem  of  a  prertnute.  Cohn  adda 

ito  J^iu"  I*'’'  "O'.k'PPy"  with  tV  way 
to  column  w„  wnllea.  la  hi,  .maW 
Diiinan*  tto  coon  repnrxr.  w-V  ha.  Vard 

tapr*  V  l*ft!a  fmn.  *  a 


tocitod  not  to  publiih  it — unvef  TV  it*ejA 
1«X/ob  Fou  tued  it  onlTTn^  ■*' 

convention,  with  fVk  *5*r  ““"tive 

De*cr^aehed  ^  “r*  «“ 

^ttouihPer,  edi^rB^'-^ 

Ev^nd/  'ttf^in^ 

^tonon  column,  which  WeVr>0?I,,bf 

tove  know,  about  from  re^.^ 
»to  nvBuje.,  RieVy  charactSLt  oT 
>te'1**J  motioo  u  *Thu  UwSvt  J* 
etealatmx  «tack  oo  the  coS*^J ,  ^ 
tto  pound,  for  tV  moti^  V^W^ 
event  a.  a  matter  of  law  ••  mh-..  uaTuPf*“ 

•*b earuv  ©cJy  oo 

**f*Ay,  rumor  and  gouip. 

the  judge  coctfaued,  "dcfaxUat* 

£2 

l«*.and  reientlei.  attack!  on  thi.  court. 
Their  motive  u  transpareoc  Ii  !i  ln  „ 
tempt  to  transform  the  trial ...  imo  .  ^ 
of  thu  judge.**  Though  be  labeled  tbe  at- 
*  •‘classic  exam. 
*buse  of  the  recusal  Aarutes  be 

»cdior*  «  this  case  to  proceed  oo  tbe 
menu  w^th  tbe  .oentioo  of  all 
the  real  usues  ua  this  case.**  As  a  remir 
Rjcbey  withdrew  fro®  the  case  fa  a  «*te  of 

^^Vd  Bear-eoHapjc, 

,D^7^.  '*•  7*ck  Anderaoe*.  column 
appeared  uj  Dewspapcn  throughout  the 
country.  Five  daysUter  Judge  Riche  v 
was  hospitalized  with  exhauSfaT^d 
pulmonary  embolisms.  He  has  since  de- 
cW  an  comment  oa  the  case,  cider  the 
code  of  judicial  cooduct.  * 

Judfe  Richey’s  ordeal  may  not  be  over 
^^^^^biscamp^gnag^ 
judgewiU  continue,  and  be  ruJf  ^ 

Ac  prosoarte  Affair  is  “onJy  tbe  dp  of  the 
ai^^00^  HIrschhop  dodlocs  to 
disclose  details,  be  say,  if  necessary  be 
win  expose  Additional  damaging  fafocm*- 
tx»  uncovered  by  Bast. 

Apvtfrora  the  delay,,  tbe  campairn 
Against  Judge  Richey  has  bad 
kg»l  Impaa  oo  tbe  procccdfags 
the  Scientologist  defendants.  Though  an 
Appeal  t,  pending  oq  a  coo  vcndocal  search 
Ajw  seizure  question,  tbe  coovictioas  of 
*e  rirn  rune  Kind.  Trii^  of  tV  remiiaiar  1 
two  defe&dmu  airted  la  Lie  October 
“«to»  Judxe  RohinioB  ud  at  all  u 
propax. 

,,  "The  DEFENSE  of  laythinr  „ 

UN  (hrUBLE.  Tto  only  wiy  10  defcod 
•oythuix  **  W  ATTACK,  ind  if  you  ever 
forxet  that.  the.  you  wDl  lov-  every  Vale 
you  ire  ever  enx»x«l  ia.  whether  it  u  ia 
jemu  of  pereoml  convereuion.  public  V- 
toceor^court  of  Uw.  N*EVERBE  IN¬ 
TERESTED  IN  CHARGES  DO 
youreelf,  much  MORE  CHARGING.  iai 
you  will  WIN.”  q 


1  /  *  a  wl  *  OCI 

‘i  v  !?!",  r"1-  ^  rKun:t  ^  I  i~  ‘TT*  ~  ,:0,c  ,rrr-'  pocket. 

'  ill?*  fT  J2  I  I  ‘to  rem*«*  xfuiVded  to  him. 

. . rep<knen  iv  ,k.  *  "f«nwl».  rlonin  (to;  ,h~  I  io^T1*''  Am«. 

•utocuemly  dropped  in  rui,  I  U>  rur,  .x_^u  tv  j  I  ucry  lu'(y  Tl'.^ 

-t  '  -  .uoniu^i^'  I 


la  lu  July  I9S0  icuc  LV  American 
L»^rr  urod  Jodpe  Qtiric  RieVy 
funner^vp  to  the  worst  District  of  Co/um- 
redcrel  distnet  coun  judge.  Tbe  lawyer 
wno  mofl  vehement ly  denounced  Richer 
was  ooe  of  the  Scicrvtofogiju*  defense 
counsel,  and  thi,  ixme  lawyer  uso  re- 
icrreo  our  reporter  to  other  iawvcn  %ho 
fcsve  rerHesemed  Church  of  ScKnco/ory 
defendants.  The  rcponcr.  who  has  sfaJc 
kft  our  staff,  say,  be  vu  unaware  of 
SL-xn(«»*ojisu  ’  crTonj  tn  discredit  and  re- 
cute  Jjdtc  RieVy.  Wkhooi  -V  lawyer*. 
vehcmcnUv  ct-/-o r _ .  .  :  .  ■ 


w-p  ^viky.  w k fxxtf  ihc  lawyer', 

vrVmenyy  do-ojvory  remirti  anC  Li. 
.eferr.l,  to  .xher  ”tou,ve!.**  our  reponer 
.iy.  to  would  not  have  numed  RieVy  in 
the  survey.  ; 
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LEVEL  1 


18  CASES 


* 


1.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  ARIZONA,  an  Arizona  Corporation,  Appellant,  v.  CITY 
OF  PHOENIX  POLICE  DEPARTMENT,  a  municipal  agency;  LAWRENCE  M.  WETZEL.  Chief  of 
Police;  JOHN  DOES  I-X,  Appellees.,  No.  1  CA-CIV  3825,  Court  of  Appeals  of 
Arizona,  DIVISION  ONE,  DEPARTMENT  B,  122  Ariz.IApp.)  338;  594  P.2d  1034,  April 
26,  1979 

2.  LOS  ANGELES  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  et  al.,  Petitioners,  v.  THE  SUPERIOR  COURT  OF 
LOS  ANGELES  COUNTY,  Respondent;  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  Real  Party 
in  Interest.,  Second  Dist.,  Div.  Two,  65  C.A.3d  661,  Jan.  5,  1977;  as  modified 
Feb.  2,  1977  on  denial  of  petition  for  rehearing.  Hg.  den.  Apr.  26,  1977 

3.  L.  GENE  ALLARD,  Plaintiff,  Cross-defendant  and  Respondent,  y.  CHURCH^OF 
SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  Defendant,  Cross-complainant  and  Appellant.,  Second 
Dist.,  Div.  Two,  58  C.A.3d  439,  May  18,  1976 

4.  Gabriel  CAZARES  and  Margaret  Cazares,  Petitioners,  y.  THE  CHURCH  OF 
SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  INC.,  Merrell  Vannier,  Francine  Vannier,  Clyde  H. 
Wilson,  Jr.,  Wilson,  Wilson  &  Namack,  Chartered,  Tobias  Tolzrcan,  Mary  Sue 
Hubbard,  L.  Ron  HubDard,  and  Joseph  Lisa,  Respondents.,  No.  82-1059.,  District 
Court  of  Appeal  of  Florida,  Fifth  District.,  429  So. 2d  348,  March  9,  1983; 
Rehearing  Denied  April  14,  1983.  • 


LEVEL  1-18  CASES 

5.  THE  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,* INC. ,  and  MARY  SUE  HUBBARD, 

Appellants,  y.  GABRIEL  CAZARES  and  MARGARET  CAZARES,  his  wife,  Appellees.,  NO. 
80-1438,  District  Court  of  Appeal  of-Flor-ida,  Second  District,  401  So. 2d  810, 
April  1,  19&4-.  '*  _ 

6.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  Appellant,  Y.  RONALD  SCHULTZ,  as 
-Pinellas bounty  Property  Appraiser,  and  0.  SANFORD  JASPER,  as  Pinellas  County- 

Tax  Collector,  Appellees.,  No.  78-1310,  District  Court  of  Appeal  of  Florida 
Second  District,  371  So. 2d  502,  May  9,  1979. 

7.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  a  California  corporation,  and  SOUTHERN 
LAND  DEVELOPMENT  &  LEASING  CORPORATION,  a  Delaware  corporation, 
Appellants/Cross-Appellees,  y.  PAUL  M.  WADE  and  SOPHIE  G.  WADE,  his  wife,  et 
al.,  Appellees/Cross-Appellants. .  NO.  77-573,  District  Court  of  Appeal  of 
Florida  Second  District,  358  So. 2d  885,  May  17,  1978. 


8.  FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  WASHINGTON,  D.  C.,  Plaintiff-Appellant, 
AMERICAN  MEDICAL  ASSOCIATION  et  al  .,  Defendants-Appellees . ,  First  District 
Division),  60  Ill.  App.  3d  586,  May  17,  1978. 

9.  THE  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  BOSTON,  INC.  vs.  DISTRICT  ATTORNEY  FOR  THE 
SUFFOLK  DISTRICT,  Appeals  Court  of  Massachusetts,  9  Mass.  App.  Ct.  849, 


y  . 
(3rd 


64? 


21,  1930 


LEVEL  1-18  CASES 


1°o,cal  5f  ,rroTA’  v.  HINNESorA  srATr 

2e/ffi™tSt  torlein  "“ponomt*.  iohn  LaB?ee  etc  et  , 

Minnesota,  en  banc,  rs<  N.U.20  , si, °m5 r5“f ““f ?|a '  N°-  <7«7:,  SUp?e»e  ciift 

ILuuZlf' 'SfiSuZ  SC,ieri?3y’  Plalntlff-Appellant  vs  state  r 

M!°S?S  o°ff  IttatLe’uTfi  Siss^f^f' jj-  Love? 

Motion  Htstor^fe 

level  1  -  1  a  CASES 

Oregon:  %'£% ^ES^SSS?!;  <»;**«.  Sopne-^oVt  of 

o^gs:;i^^:-6^^^|cie„tSoSy;  SuprEBE  court  of 

17,  Marks  y.  Rudip  Pt  si _  , 


Vork 
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LEVEL  1  -  7?  CASES 

62-1034,  SUPREHE  C0URT  0f  THE 
«»« .  ~  C00RT  0f  THE 

"s *^e 

*  srK™“»"  «6r-5H:iDLs^Tfiii/°-rfi->j^,-,a|UpH^  court 

COURT^OT^THE  SRj^ 

COURT  OF  THE  US UTE^SUTES,  %<  “j^Sry ’’zi’f Sf#aQ°‘  79"529*’  SUPREME  ' 

u.s. 

LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 

si!!^lcZ?%' MKA&f Ti,l ;« “g;®1*" 2> 

_Jljr^o7m°D0srAT|s”°i35  Karch^o?5,^  UNITE°  STA7ES->  suprehe  court 

0^^UfeAf^-uf "  -  CAUEORHU  v.  W.  SUPREME  COURT 
"-A0;  ?^t?rlB-  F°UN0ING  «*«  °7  SCIENTOLOGT  v.  CROHER  ET  AL„  204  U.S.  933 
"3T.  30, 'wo.  f0UNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGT  v.  UNITED  STATES.,  397  U.S.  1009, 

wiTS-s?:^.:0^1®”*™  o°ecscir,r,°4L9oGr  °f  b.c..  ,  aL.  v. 

SS«SSS^^BSfe'M,  fSSffa*,. 

•  j.  Cotter.  Chief 
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LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 


Inspector,  Defendant-Appellees.,  No.  81-5582.,  UNITED  STATES  COURT  Of  APPEALS 
FOR  THE  NINTH  CIRCUIT.,  700  F. 2d  486,  February  4,  1983:  As  Amended  on  Denial  of 
Rehearing  March  31,  1983. 


15.  UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  v.  MARY  SUE  HUBBARD,  ET  AL.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY 
OF  CALIFORNIA,  APPELLANT,  No.  82-1693,  UNITED  STATES  COURT  OF  APPEALS  FOR  THE 
DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  CIRCUIT,  68 6  F.2d  955,  August  10,  1982 


16.  UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  Y.  MARY  SUE  HUBBARD,  ET  AL.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY 
OF  CALIFORNIA.  APPELLANT,  No.  82-1693,  UNITED  STATES  COURT  OF  APPEALS  FOR  THE 
DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  CIRCUIT,  Slip  Opinion,  August  10,  1982 


17.  FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  WASHINGTON,  D.C.,  INC.  v.  DONALD  T.  REGAN 
Secretary  of  the  Treasure,  et  al.,  No.  80-1546,  UNITED  STATES  COURT  OF  APPEALS 
FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  CIRCUIT,  670  F.2d  1153,  December  31,  1981 

18.  IN  RE:  SEARCH  WARRANT  DATED  JULY  4,  1977,  FOR  PREMISES  AT  2125  S  STREET, 
NORTHWEST,  WASHINGTON.  D.C.  UNITED  STATES,  APPELLANT:  IN  RE:  SEARCH  WARRANT 
DATED  July  4,  1977,  FOR  PREMISES  AT  2125  S  STREET,  NORTHWEST,  WASHINGTON,  D.C. 
FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY,  APPELLANT,  No.  79-2138;  No.  79-2176,  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  CIRCUIT,  667  F.2d  117, 
October  2,  1981;  As  Amended 


LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 


19.  Church  of  Scientology  of  CA,  Inc.  v.  The  U.S.  Dept,  of  Justice,  Etc.,  Et  Al. 
No.  80-5120,  UNITED  STATES  COURT  OF  APPEALS  FOR  THE  FIFTH  CIRCUIT,  Unit  B,  647 
F.2d  1119,  May  12,  1981 

20.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  APPELLANT  Y.  PATRICIA  R.  HARRIS,  ET  AL. 
No.  80-1189,  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  CIRCUIT 
653  F.2d  584, -April  17,  1981 

21.  FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  WASHINGTON,  D.C.,  INC.,  APPELLANT  Y. 
NATIONAL  SECURITY  AGENCY,  ET  AL.,  No.  80-1848,  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  CIRCUIT,  Slip  Opinion,  March  24,  1981 

22.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  Plaintiff-Appellant,  y.  Gabriel 
CAZARES,  Defendant-Appellee.,  Nos.  78-3100,  79-1840.,  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Fifth  Circuit.,  638  F.2d  1272,  March  9,  1981. 

23.  UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  Y.  MARY  SUE  HUBBARD,  ET  AL.,  APPELLANTS;  UNITED 
STATES  OF  AMERICA  Y.  MARRY  SUE  HUBBARD,  ET  AL.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
CALIFORNIA,  APPELLANT;  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  APPELLANT  Y.  UNITED 
STATES  OF  AMERICA,  ET  AL. ,  No.  79-2312;  No.  79-2313;  No.  79-2324,  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  CIRCUIT,  Slip  Opinion,  February  9, 
1781 
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LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 


£o2^zi  uisfjfn^ry  'FW^JSreK^'^SflA^IwijT^- 

0‘rfctorCHCentralEIntelligeJceAigM?yIAErIAL'’  jJPPELUNr  v-  STANSFIELO  TURNER 
=T  Appeals  TOR  THE  PISTR,?!  OF 

26.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA  di  •  t(£r  ’ 

S  appIal§ 

'»  e,JJ  h*Zd  ,327»  December  15,  1950 

rlilfS  °f  Africa  yf  Mar^Sue^UBBARD^t  al^Chi/W  Appellants;  UNITED 

g  |Srss#ES'*s?ii:s‘i  *,««*«.  ». 

Statfs  court  of  Appeals,  Dis trlltMoSli'cEZ? 4> 

laws  ofRCalifornla^Tpia^ntl ff-Appellant’  v  N°n'Profit  Corporation,  under  the  ' 
efendants -Appellees . ,  No.  7?-z£z9  Suonary’calendar^^  2"#ed f Appf pf ^4  ta) . 

LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 

^  mo,^i  AmendedStateS  C°Urt  °f  AppEali>  F‘™  Circuit.,  6.5  F.Zd  69.,  April 

3®»  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA  a  __ 

UnifPrf  fIATES  D£par™EnT  OF  JUSTICE  Williara°B  '"sa^  corporation,  Appellant,  v. 
rtatIc  ?£^Ss'*  DRtJG  ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION*  inns?{  Attor|11ey  General  of  the 
ATES  COURT  OF  APPEALS  FOR  THE  NINTH  CIRCUIT  ’612^  ?fzn  N[J*  76~2506>  UNITED 

wmiuii,  6iz  F.Zd  -417,  November  a,  1979 

•jl.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA  = 

Plaintiff-Appellant  v  unilpo  ^mc?  La  nonprofit  corporation, 

Callaway,  Secretary’of  the  Army*  u  S  0F  the  ARMr:  Howard  H. 

Assistant  Chief  of  Staff  fnr  irm»  ?  I  intelligence  Agency;  Maior  Aaron 
SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA  a  nonnrnff Defendants-Appellees  •  CHURCH  OF 
UNITED  STATES  OEPArS^F^SE,- ’ ‘oVScTo^ ' PlaI;tlf?-Appen^nt™" 
Gcril^si,19er>  Secretary  of  the  Deoartnenf-  nf  n=f  Secrctary  of  Defense;  James 
r  ^lie  U.  Um.  tliddendarf  II  Secretary  nf  ffer>uB’  Un*tsd  States  Department 

Command.  Rear  Admiral  E  F  Re r *■-«(’/ cni3^  of  t,le  Navy-  Naval  Intellioence 
Oe f endan ts -Appellees .,  Nos .  78-1.66 ’  °n n??”1  l"tellige„ce,  ' ^  SE"Ce 

8  ,U?->  Unltei1  States  Court  if  Appeals, 
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LLVtL  1 


/T  LAbtb 


34.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Plaintiff-Appellant  •  v  unttf n  ftatcc^h!  3  non~Prof it  corporation 
Postmaster  General, ’postal  Irisnectinn  £^^"AL  SERVICE,  Benjamin  Bailer 
inspector,  Defe ndants-Appellees  wn  -7fryfc®*  William  J.  Cotter  Chief 
"lnth  593  rTw^’rc^6;^0-’  “>“«  «»eS  Cou rt ^of ^ Appeals , 

LEVEL  t  -  79  CASES 

aif f n^^rtr,;J^«T^!lDAKSt CEiaineN^tl. NpCl f?rii  ^POfation, 


ESSfc. 


HEiNRICHFS''reRU6CHE?FArCrE»T0l-0er  0F  WASHINGTON,  D.C  APPELLANT  v 
™E  DISTRICT  OF  COLuSilF ™  ^Ourt  of^peUs  FOR 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION^ T2eLFARE^  eicNESetAalt  aJ‘’  ffPellants»  V.  DEPARTMENT  OF 

'  *  et  a1*'  Appellees.,  NO.  71-1507.,  United 
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LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 

S ta tes  Court  of  Appeals,  Eighth  Circuit.,  459  F.2d  ,044,  May  3  l972  „ 

CAUfOEMU,  Plalntlff-Appel^t,  v  'eu"  ““ 
Circuit.,  437  F.2d  ‘  St,t“  C°“rt  JppSK.  Ninth 

Rehearing  Denied  April  tfl,  1969.  '  *’  409  F*2d  1N6»  Feb*  5»  1969.  Petition  For 

§S ?SHSSSaB 

avis* 

Catherine  Ry- h>nfRoberttSrsves°Lxine‘1HsnLnSThre’  L°S  Anfl5les  Steven  Heard 

Jr‘  "*“■  WHittak"  Ba^  BIrdaLewlsHj?SHupbar5aSJrfkLawrenceRGlvvs  LIT’ 

LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 

vnD'(7L0™NT  AND  LOSING  CORPORATION*  CHURCH  nr  crVi!K.°&  D*C*;  SOUTHERN  LAND 
TORK;  WORLD  WIDE  INSTITUTE  OFF  FrrriJTniAr-5"  ?F  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  NEW  YORK  NEW 

IN  GOVERNMENT,  INC.,  L.  RON  HUeBARn^Hinv^i  iNC'  ’  AmERICAN  CITIZENS  FOR  HONESTY 

BC;eSS?C0LFACAUFd0RN?A  7^'*  7r  S°">  «»‘»tlfft,  vs.  THE  CHURCH  OF 

t!frfla?,STRlcr  couw  «i^SS?S-4F^»/a"«pvj^5w™ii 
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LEVEL  t  -  79  CASES 

SCI ENTOLOG Y^MAR V  SUE^HUBRARn^^3^^ ^  LAFAYETrE  RON  HUBBARD  CHURCH  OF 
feiruary^l Tf°( 9S2T  E°  ’c°^  ^^HERN^'lSTRlC^Or  ^^K^'s^lp 'opinion , 

^SCIENTOLOGfTECALIFORNlifflwc  CH.URC?n°F  SCIENTOI-OGr  OF  BOSTON  INC  CHURCH 

4f-  .«*« OF  SCIENIOtosr  OF  CALIFORNIA  at  a! 
DISTRICT  OF  FLORIDA,  526  F.Supp.  «J  33  FR^ServZd^i 9<f ^July  THE  MIDD<-E 

VCCV^3^rF0R«*.  «c„  Plaintiff  v.  PAULETTE 

,m"-  N°-  K-3-S5’  UWT“  o7f9  i£L 

LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 

90  F.R.d.  442,  June  10,  1981 

SiT^sf*^IiMs“sSv?gBl|?L2Y  °LfSdHINr0N-  D-C-  »*-.  Plaintiff,  V 

rKites  —  o.rt.“iAfe*„?SS55g:;  givfiS: 

JfE^;tM0«vUEA™ionYNo3  7Vc“s?SP1TOTE0fSTlre^TED  STATES  0f  AFRICA, 

oWt?  ff"°'  499  f-S“PP-  10«.:  I”!!?  P?f 36  ;  *"<7 CAF TR 

PASHINGT0N,°0  r^Plaintlffs  CALIE0RN:A  an»  FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
LIPPINCOTT’COHPW  and  WRRfi  JANfS  SIEGELHAN,  FLO  CONwff  j  n  ° 

2W  fig*-  c^v^;!s-»  *  ' 

*!•>  OefenCants^av^A!  No.C77-U20U’uP1*intlffI  V'  “EPARTNENT  OF  STATE  et 
oluobla. ,  <93  F.Supp.  <ia,  June  ?<?’  “pgp60  Ststes  District  Court,  District 
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LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 


* 


56.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  a  corporation,  Plaintiff  v  PAULFTTF 
COOPER,  Defendant.,  No.  CV  78-2053-AAH  (PX),  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
CENTRAL  DISTRICT  OF  CALIFORNIA,  495  F.Supp.  455,  June  18,  1980 

57.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA  and  FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 

.WfnSfurIS^vS:n;.,,.Pla^ntIffs>  a9ainst  JAMES  SIEGELMAN,  FLO  CONWAY,  J.B. 
LIPPINCOTT  COMPANY  and  MORRIS  DEUTSCH,  Defendants.,  No.  79  C1y.  1166(GLG) 

UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT  SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  NEW.  YORK,  66  F.R.D.  553*  31  FR 
Serv2d  175,  May  30,  1980  ’ 

-58.  FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  WASHINGTON,  D.C.,  INC.,  Plaintiff  y 
NATIONAL  SECURITY  AGENCY,  et  al.,  Defendants,  CiYil  Action  No.  76-1494,  UNITED 
STATES  DISTRICT  COURT  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA,  489  F.Supp.  951,  May  19 
1980  7  7 


59.  The  FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  WASHINGTON,  D.C.,  INC.,  Plaintiff  y 
G.  William  MILLER  et  al.,  Defendants.,  CiY.  A.  No.  75-1471.,  United  States  ’ 
District  Court,  District  of  Columbia.,  490  F.Supp.  144,  April  17,  1980;  On 
Motion  for  Reconsideration  May  13,  1980. 

60.  THE  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  NEW  YORK,  Plaintiff,  against  FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF 
INVESTIGATION  and  UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,  Defendants.,  No.  79 

LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 


3620-CSH,  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT  SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  NEW  YORK,  Slip 
Opinion,  January  31,  1980 


61.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  PLAINTIFF  y.  Griffin  BELL,  ET  AL., 
DEFENDANTS.,  CiYil  Action  No.  76-1006.,  United  States  District  Court,  District 
of  Columbia.^,  80-1  U.S.T.C.  P9413;  45  AFTR  2d  80-1090,  January  30,  1980.  - 


62.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA  and  FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
WASHINGTON,  D.C.,  Plaintiffs,  against  JAMES  SIEGELMAN,  FLO  CONWAY,  J.  B. 

LIPPINCOTT  COMPANY  and  MORRIS  DEUTSCH,  Defendants.,  7$  CiY.  1166  (GLG),  UNITED 
STATES  DISTRICT  COURT  SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  NEW  YORK,  481  F.Supp.  866,  December  - 

19  1979  rr 


63.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  CALIFORNIA  and  FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
WASHINGTON,  D.C.,  Plaintiffs,  against  JAMES  SIEGELMAN,  FLO  CONWAY,  J.  B. 
LIPPINCOTT  COMPANY  and  MORRIS  DEUTSCH,  Defendants.,  79  CiY.  1166  (GLG),  UNITED 
STATES  DISTRICT  COURT  SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  NEW  YORK,  475  F.Supp.  950,  August  27, 


64.  FOUNDING  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  WASHINGTON,  D.C.,  INC.,  Plaintiff,  y. 
DIRECTOR,  FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION,  et  al.,  Defendants.,  C.A.  No.  78-0107 
UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  Of  COLUMBIA,  459  F.Supp.  748;  26 


655 


LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 


FR 


ServZd  933,  Oct.  19,  1978 


-;t.- 

mSstnct 

CLARFNC^S^mF^^  ?F  SGIfNT0L0GY  OFU71SHiNGJON,  D.C.,  INC. ,-Plaintiff  y 

“  &F*™  tei^riC 

F^AY^ArS!?/!*6  C?UR1CH  °n  GCIENT0L0GY  0F  WASHINGTON,  D.C.,  INC.,  Plaintiff  y 


LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 

sIcUR!TrDAGENC?URpt  =1  °F  WASHIN5T0N.  INC.,  Plaintiff  v  NATIONAL 

cg^rforTsi-5xi^s?asFt^oLc5?:iLr,tirFNijp^-^i:’^i?,stT$;fs 

IS1 ISHxJHrf «;:“™  IHJV‘" 


75-2 


De fendsnt"  ?4‘ntlff  *•  “"l ted  States  of  America, 

a.s!T?C?tM4|,1pi4'*F7»0l1'^4710,,tS4/»f“  C°Urt>  D‘StrlCt  °f  Ha“ali-’  5 

In ternalCRevenue^ Service^  SJnJS'?  3 1 ‘  “'P-ratlon,  Plaintiff  v. 
Department  of  tlie  Treasury  of  the^nitecPstates^uni fionqf’  °f  '"I61""31  Revenue, 

iiiWci  ilit  smjH  F"  ? V  £?»?:, t,w 

court,  Cent.  Cist.  Calif.,  75-1  U.S. T.C.  P9197;  35  Af TR  20  75-513, 
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LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 


12/1 2/74 . 


and 


^nternal^evenu^ServlcB^Petf tinners rv  "c^TT*’  "'ternal  Avenue  .gent 

aaS* 

75.  The  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGT  OF  CAL [FOPwr*  .  ,  .  . 

Reverend  Robert  H.  Thornes,  Plaintiffs  S™,  ™i?10us  corP°rat!on,  and 

76.  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGV  OF  CALIFORNIA  rur  m  • 

Barbara  Green,  Defendants  No  69  riv  ,c^/c,,  ^aintlff,  v.  Bernard  GREEN  and 
S.D.  New  York!,  354  F.Supp!  8M,  Feb  p/wi.’  U"UetI  States  Strict  Court? 

77.  UNITED  STATES  of  AntPrlcs  l  i  hoi^r>  + 

ELECTROMETER"  or  "Hubbard l-«ete?  ^  etS  "Vaun^1^  °R  DEVICE  —  "HUBBARD 

?an|S*’  No-  °*c-  1-63-7  United  states  £????*??  rhurfh  of  Scientology  et  al 
•333  F.  Supp.  357,  July  30,  1971  .  trict  Court,  District  of  Columbia.’’ 


LEVEL  1  -  79  CASES 

"^LTH  EDUCAnoNEANOLWELFAREMetNalOTADefenda’tPlal!It:iffS’  V‘  DEPARTnE'<T  OF 

fsrt“z?.latrict  court’  -i-nJioS.-rSrrsv'fii.,*; 

4 H;  f^6,:  u,utea 
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.'Ju.  Ji.CT;  7L»«Mf  MICHAEL  J.  ATTT  £  US 


1. 

2. 

3. 

/( 


6. 

7. 

9. 


•'hail'ur,  :>ron«on 
flynn ,  Xovln 
Suarta,  Ford 
Koohn ,  nay 
'■blt'a,  Mr.  Lotlo 
Dept,  of  the  Atty  General  Haas. 
Harman,  Abbie 
Flanagan,  Joo 

Koough,  iiob  ^ 

10« Sylvester,  Ho cor 

o  kJ,hirSpnJ^  u3Tfrf£>-^ 

^>r7^“^ttys-^OfTloo‘lXr - 

13 ‘Goth,  Stanley 

1**. Cooper,  Paulette 

15. City  of  Clearvater  • 

1^/rroono,  Thome a 

17.  Flynn  finaioea 

18. GarrltanO|  Silvan* 

17. Van  Schatck,  LaVepda 
20. 1 -union ,  Tonja 

2 1 .  Ryan  Smith  and  Coohrano 

22.  Flynn  Aaaooiate*  Management  Corp. 

23. Honron,  Stan 
2h. liapt.iata,  Joso 
25. Marin 3,  Pet or 
26  i  Do  s  ton  Globe 
27.Lo^an,  Walt 

JJ.Wral  Counsel  Office  Jacksonvill. 
2|.\A*al«iu5£ioe  Sohool  Newport  R.I. 
yqP.han  HcLoan 

3 1. '.^blf'fr  foTid 

32.  Rhein  gold ,  Paul 

33 . HoMicholaa,  John 
3^.Clar,  Mr.  Doug 
35.Coour  d 'Alone  Press 
3$ .Narconnon 


PL 


CATEGORY 


E  US 
E  US 
T  US 
•I  US 
£  US 
•E  US 
E  US 
T  US 
E  US 
D  US 
E  US 
K  US 
E  US 
E  US 
E  US 
E  US 
E  US 
T  US 
T  US 
T  US 
E  US 
E  US 
T  US 
T  US 
E  US 
E  US 
E  US 
E  US 
E  US 
T  US 
E  US 
E  US 
E  US 
E  US 
E  US 
E  US 


I 


i 

I 
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Jixcerptl<  i.  Sheet 


18  Aug  • 8l 


The  US  Attornies  Office  contacted  Flynn.  (1,1) 

Flynn  got  a  retainer  of  C5.000  fro,,,  the  city  of  Clearwater.  (i,2) 

The  city  Of  Clearwater  express  nailed  an  8lb  package  to  Flynn. ’(4,1) 

t h c r*f;  1  o be  f '  U(4 2 )  3  l0K<‘1  notlco  on  I'll*  for  21  strolht  days  in 

I 

;:i“  or  the  US  A  ttys  Office  Is  advising  Flynn.  C*J,3) 

iiorriuan  is  1,,  cor.u-1  vltii  Iloatherton.  (4,1,.) 

sutetltutoSsorJlcJ0f*Slio/tort)*caonoe|,o°dldr?w  Co^ertM") 

Flynn  wonts  to  get  Mary  Sue's  address.  (5,2) 

City" Connlssion'of  £.*.£&*£'<?  ft°llDln8ry  '•!»*  *»  the  f 

A  Jiotlon  to  advance  Is  being  filed  on  tho  Stlflor  suit.  (7  2)  j 

Flynn  has  sent  three  notions  to  Logan.  (8,1)  /  .  '  f 

Ca  th?  (5,1)  with  Mil  sent  to  u>  by  Stanley  ] 

Cpfgos1  ?^L°f23-2e5) ^"ve0^1?^ rcl?v f  *“<  *4°  City  of  d-rvnter. 
t°hlhg ,  history  of  Son.  ,  comerclal  and  relfJ?n^eS8rf<n£  .tox  exenptlons, 
and  .the  cities  ability  ti  ac?  on  these  i”m£0US  “otlV£itlon,  § 

A  biography  has  been  typed  In  Flynn's  office  on  LRII.  (pgs  21 'and  2£) 
Coeur  S&S&J  SUrtK  ?-8SI  Pg5  - 
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CO  .  314  • 

Info  Bureau  only 


GUARD  IA.V  ORDER 


*^3984  f^\J 

9  Septoobvr  2974 


CO.VKIDE^VT  l  Ai 
IKirLl.IGE\CE  CTy.*RSE 


# 


ORG 


POST 


ag.»E?UISITE,  GO  Basie  Date  Cheese-. 


SETJF.NCF.; 


&  *?*  »•««*».  «ith  ,tudy  tect. 

t  c:i  s*o?%C  :0t:1  "Ith  *"  a*t  /risk  (♦) 


SECnorj  I  .  crVEa^L  THTCTTUTTOV 

o  started 


Date  coaplctwd 


“  -t  Cwt  a  briefing  froa  Director  o f  r  ii  t 

security ,  ki-ys,  phones,  tioes  3?"*  on 

c°m  «««.  *«".  u^s^^i^r/Aat^r^e.  . 

2)  Briefing  Sheet  to  bl  staff 

3)  For  your  info  r*:  31  Library 

DOCKS:  To  be  rwd  in  student'*  own  tia-. 

1)  Brainwashing 

V)  P^V  ft0r>‘  °f  Sclmtulwgy  •  - 

ft'*  Sauth  African  Submission  — 

(to  W  rwad  in  office  spec*)  _ 

T  A  -  THE  iNrnpvATTOr; 

sentences  untidy©!!  u*fr  thcr* 

«P  in  •c-vr.rr.i  dil^s^r^eiL^^1^*  L~*  *** 

£nt»  _ 


Spy 

Spying 

Agent 

Operative 

Information' 

Intelligence 


Espionage. 

Counter  Espionage 

Counter  Intelligence 

Fascism 

Socialisa 

Co  aa  uni  sn 


C«  1  .A. 
F.3.2 • 
M.I.b. 
M.I.5. 
K.C.R. 
C.R.U. 


Essay: 


The  differences  and 
Intelligence,  Count c 
Information,  Spying, 
Counter  Espionage. 


similarities  of 
r  Int diligence , 
Espionage  and 


1  March  66  The  Cuardlan  5Inte-lli0>.„Ci 


section)  / 


>2< 


12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 


Clay  demo:  Intelligence 

PL  25  Sept  73,  Organisation  of  the  C.O.  (Info  Bur) 
Clay  dcao-  Information  Bureau  Org  Board 

PL  20  Feb  72  Intelligence  and  Security 

Essay:  V  at  could  happen  If  Intelligence  mas  not 
anonymous  and/or  olusivc 

MSH  Write  up:  Duties  of  Intelligence  Chief  N7 

M4 


17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

i  »•’ 
22. 

23. 

24. 


PART  B 


THE  iAR 


~~  1. 

Info  Ltr 

2. 

Info  Ltr 

3. 

Info  Ltr 

(S' 

Info  Ltr 

5. 

Info  Ltr 

6. 

Xnfo_Ltr 

7. 

Info  Ltr 

8. 

Info  Lti 

9. 

Exec  Ltr 

10. 

Exec  Ltr 

11. 

Exee  Ltr 

12. 

Exec  Ltr 

13. 

Exec  Ltr 

14. 

Exee  Lt: 

© 

SecED  4f 

13  Apr  61,  Terror  Stalks  S 

8  Hay  61,  Comaunism  and  Scientology v 
27  Oct  62,  Ron's  Journal  ^ 

9  Nov  62,  Ron's  Journal  No. 2 

8  Jan  63,  Ron's  Journal  No. 3^ 

15  J.-ja  63,  The  DC  Situation  * 

4  June  63,  Sobering  Pacts  * 

24  Nov  63,  Essential  information  X. 

7  Apr  65,  Ron's  Journal  No.  11  * 

4  June  65,  OCA  graph  of  woman  after  ECT  * 
6  Oct  65,  Melbourne  Inquiry  into  Sen  • 

19  Oct  65,  Ron's  Journal  No. 17. 

3  Nov  63,  US  Suits  V 

29  Nov  65,  Validity  of  vested  interests  • 
WW  9  Feb  66,  Enquiry  rumour  UK 


1 

\ 


\ 


4 

4i» 

41. 

46. 

47. 
4% 
49. 
•J 

51. 

52. 

zi: 


55. 


> 


WiRI  C  -  INTEJrtSHIP  ITOEg  DIRECTOR  OF  CPU  crTIONS 


SECTION  2  -  C.T.C. 

©at.  .taxied  ___ _ D»t*  eoaplotfcd 


PAJTT  A  -  REPORTS  AND  FILING 


1. 


.  o 

6. 

7. 

8. 

<9? 

(IS* 

Mi; 

12. 

13. 

lj.’ 

16.' 

17. 

.18.* 

19. 

20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 

-24. 

0> 

26. 

St; 
28  • 

29. 

30. 

31. 


»>rilli  Cot  fte  definitions  for  C.Z.C.  for  tho 
various  GO  Bur  caus  - - 

^«*p.  1C  «4ov  69,  Airmail  express 

Dotp.  25  Peb  69,  What  is  needed  and  wanted  •••• 

Dcip.  25  fob  69,  Kary  Sue  does  not 

HT5  7nt  21  June  68,  Intelligence  Reports 

Clay  done  x  What  data  an  intelligence  report  should 
contain 

Drill:  Pick  up  a  newspaper  and  write  a  dureay  report 
cn  an  article  of  you r  choice. 

GO  4  15  I  eb  70,  Guardian  Cosusunication  Lines  ^ 

GO  995  21  Oct  73,  Cunauni  cat  ions  to  the  Controller 

Desp.  11  Oct  72,  Res  Weekly  Reports 

Desp.  12  Max  73,  Coaplianct  R*j  Weekly  Reports 

GO  802  2(  June  73,  Your  Weekly  Reports  v 

Drill:  rock  up  an  Info  Weekly  Report 

Desp.  14  Aug  70,  To  speed  up  the  •••;. 

D«sp.-  24  Aug  70,  CS-G  has  ordered  . 

GO  13  2  i  opt  70,  Bureau  OIC  reports 
Drill:  iTitc  up  a  sample  OIC  Tclox 
Desp.  13  Oct  70,  Re:  Nudges 
GO  35  19  Mar  71,  Return  address 
GO  151  7  Sept  71,  RcportingV 
Desp.  26  July  72,  Re:  Telexes 

GO  905  2”  Aug  73,  Traffic  to  and  froa  Controllcrv'  • 
Write  up  or  writing  of  reports 

GO  773  8  June  73,  Excerpting  2eports  and  Inf  or  mat  loir*  4 
GO  1219  MSH  7  Jul  74,  Excerpting  of  Reports 
Drills  ^‘ind^^ewspaper  and  do  sample  excerpting  of 

Adaln  Ltr  15  Jul  70,  Telex  Codes 
PL  11  Sept  73,'  Codes  and  Coding 

Dri11:  M,>ck  UP  a  using  coding 

PL  24  Ma/  60,  Clippings  Book 

Drill:  to  Info  Bureau  and  ask  CIC  Director  if 

you  yy  exaiiinc  a  clippiogs  U>ok  to  see 
how  it  is  made  up. 


5- 


I 


-a. 


00  38  14  Apr  71v  Nc»*p^?cr  Clippings 
CO  165  4  Oct  71,  Ros  Newspaper  Cuttings 
Desp •  16  Oct  67,  Re:  Crossfiling 
Desp.  19  Oct  67,  Re:  Crossfiling 

PL  25  Apr  68,  Intelligence  Actions  (section  on  files )•_ 
Clay  deno:  Crossfiling 

PL  18  Mar  72,  files  •_ 

PL  28  June  72,  files  Accuracy  •_ 

Eval  on  C1C  Backlog 

Essay:'  Purpose  of  ’filing  and  why  *it  should  be 
done  accurately 

GO  1197  20  .Tun.  74,  C.I.C.  Series  No.  1  ^  K7  _ 

*  M4 


43.  Clay  Dcao:  The  8  filing  categories 

44.  CO  1196  20  June  74,  C.I.C.  Series  No.  2^ 


45,  CO  1195  20  Juno  74,  C.I.C.  Series  No.  3 


46  GO  119-;  20  June  74,  C.I.C.  Series  No. 4 


M7 

H4 

• 

K7 

M4 

* 

M7 

M4 


47.  CO  1193  20  June  74  C.I.C.  Series  No. 5 


48.  CO  1192  20  June  74,  C.I.C.  Series  No.  6 


M7 

KU 


M7 

M4 


49. 

SC. 

51. 
51  . 

52. 

'  34. 

55. : 

5<. 
5T  . 
SI  . 
51  . 


Drill:  Hake  out  a  report  applying  all  the  data 
you  >-avc  learned  on  this  chceksheot. 
Taka  it  to  CIC  Director  for  OK. 


I 


60. 

61. 

62. 

63. 

64. 


»  -  internship  moia  r,i.e.  DrBErTOC 

SECTION  3  -  OVERT  DATA  CPU^rrm-; 


*>4tc  Started 

~KSr  To  **  r«4d’ia*  student',  "own  tin* 


Date  coopletcd 


£A 

r 


‘■inter  Insurgency  Caapalg^ing 
FAWT  A  -  l^VP-^IGATION 

^’.:P4,ttOK°rd  'SCtatlW  *"•  «  P*9.  344  of 

H.  1<  Aug  63,  Scientology  Five.  ft-,,,  Wlelt,  .. 
^1114  Do  the  drill  a,  p«  ,Wc  ^ 

PL  11  Oct  65,  Press  Relation*  # 

PL  15  Feb  66  Attacks  on  Scientology- 
PL  17  Feb  66,  Public  Investigation  Section  • 


3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 


K7_ 

N4 


7. 

8. 

9. 


^  18  Pob  66,  Attacks  on  Sci.mtology  L 

R-  25  Feb  66,  Attach,  on  Scientology . (continued) 

«.  28  Nov  66,  Intelligence  Section: 


M7_ 

k; 


io.  Drill.  Mock  up  a  "fiv*  fact  cable" 

21.  FL  23  April  68,  Intelligence  Action,^' 


vl 2. 
<13.. 
<14. 

vTs> 

16. 

'IV 

18. 

dT 


Desp. 

D«sp. 

Dcsp. 

Dcsp. 

Desp. 

Desp. 

Desp. 

Dcsp. 

Legal 


3  Dec  66,  Rc:  Noiey  Invcitigation, 

26  Hay  68,  Res  Intelligence 
20  Sep t  68,  Ret  NT  lot 
3  Nov  68,  Ret  Intell  NY 
28  Hay  70,  Ret  Further  LRH  rcBark*... 

18  Oct  70,  Re:  Int.  US 

!rf&2\£S  Sueec**/Ul  and  untuccmM 

23  Apr  74,  Suecenful  and  un,ueee,,ful  action, 
contract  fat  outride  investigator. 


M7_ 

M4_ 


»7- 


21.  GO  924  10  Sept  73,  Guardian  Office  Alert 
22%  GO  1206  22  June  74  The  Snow  White  Prog  ran 

23.  LfiayV  Why  1*  it  necessary  to  investigate  »omebody. 

Should  be  at  least  5  pages  long  and  detailed 

24.  Clay  demo:  Purpose  of  an  investigation 

25.  Write  up:  2  June  69,  Intelligence  Stat 

26.  ED  1802  Int  2  June  69,  Statistics 
(2^  Write  up:  23  Aug  71,  Re:  Stats 

2 8 .  Write  up:  Stats  for  Dir  Collections  (this  will  be 
your  stat  while  on  the  intarnship) 

(29)  GO  1150  7  Hay  74,  Re:  Info  Bureau  Statistics 


M7_ 

M4 


30, 

31*. 

32. 


34. 

35. 


36. 

37. 
35. 

39. 

40. 
<1. 
o. 


Clay  demo:  Connection 
Clay  daao:  Incident 

Read  Overt  Data  Collection  Hat*  (in  office  space) 


STRING  PULLING 


Booklet:  HCO  Manual  of  Justicu 

PL  11  Kay  65,  Ethics  Officer  Hat 

Clay  d<s»o:  Pulling  a  string  and  finding  a  tiger 

HCO  B  2  Sept  72,  Why  Finding  Drill  II  ^ 

Drill:  Student  is  to  dc  the  string  pulling  drill 
(as  per  above  HCOL)  on  Supervisor,  until 
the  Supervisor  passes  the  student,  when  he 
is  sure  thu  student  can  pull  strings. 


PART  C  -  rKTERreillP  UTPEft  DinrCTCH  OF  COLLECTIONS 


.SECTION  4  -  OC'VFJPT  D/,TA  CDLIPJ-TTfVJ 


Dite  st&rt«d _ * _ 

BOOKS *  To^bc  read  In  student fs 
^laclc  Boosegano**^ 
Science  tf  Survival 


,  D&tt  COBplctod 


qwd  tiae 


PART  A 

1. 


-<TH£  LPY  ATO  HIS  MASTERS  (by  C.  Felix) 


2. 

..  3* 

4. 

5. 


6. 

7. 

8. 
9. 


lIO? 

,11. 

12. 


13. 

14. 
1  I5. 
\16. 
17. 

ke. 

u. 

20# 

21. 

22. 


jilted  u*c  1,1  *entenc««,  duo 

Xlt  Mid  wet  conceptually  the  following  words: 

Kair.r  ?fop  «,  confidential 

C^l*  !?  C.o//fe,r  •  "otivation 

--STiut  • 

-  Secret  conspiracy 

^D*ro^uc  Vienna  1956,  Chapter#  1  &  2 

Chapter  .4,  The  Spy  and  Hi*  Master# 

Clay  de^.9:  iho  Case  officer  -  agent  relationship 
Clay  dca  >sz 

^  Cut-Out  Personal  Gain  aotivation 

A  drop  Aaeition  aotivation 

A  Safa  Hruse  Political  .otivation 

Money  >0  tivation  Duty  .otivation 

* Coapulsim  aotivation 
Chapter  i,  The  Art  of  Cover 
Clay  das  >:  Building  a  Cover 
Chapter  i,  The  Art  of  Cover  12 
Clay  dec a*:  Front  Croup 

Cover  Organisation 
Organisational  Cover 
Eval  on  Cover#,  by  H.  Brendel 
Vrlte  up  on  covers 

011111  thr?S  P°Iflblc  covers  in  detail 

that  you  could  use  that  are  wrealn. 

i°Tc*  'h4t  you  could  actually  utilise) 

Take  than  to  Dix  (hllcetions  for  OK  * 

Qiaptor  5,  Tht  Open  Paced  African  < 

Chapter  7,  Intelligence  , 

Ch*Ptor  B,  C.E.  versus  Security  and  other  Delivery 

Clay  dess:  Counter-Espionage 

Chapter  9.  Political  Operations 

Essay,  »hat  a  Political  Operation  ia 

Part  II,  Fundamentals  and  Foras'  in  Action 


#•» 


•9- 


23. 

24. 

25. 

C'  26. 

::7. 

2a. 

.19. 

JO. 

31. 

•  32. 

13. 

14. 

15. 


.ft 


U* 


13. 


ranscript  6  Kiy  66,  Talk  to  SH.  WW  staff  on  RhJ^sia 
ranscript  18  July  66,  Conference  with  the  Guardian.. 
Transcript  25  Aug  66,  LRH  conference  with  investigator?" 
~A?*  2  *°v  69,  Covert  Operations  2  • 

Tape  6  Nov  69,  Covert  Operations  21  ~ 

C1ay  denoi  An  Agant  Provocatsur  — 

Ropork  20  Dec  69,  Ses  Jack  Lundin  Affairs"  ♦ 

Report  "About  the  Apollo"  - 

32  Kax  71,  Be,  jack  Lundin/ 

Write  up:  12  Nov  69f  pr0  Control  ’•  . 

up,  2  Dk  M,  Confidential  Intelligence.,/ 

D..P.  6  D.e  68,  Re,  Int.ll  Possibilities  for  collect!^ 
it«  up,  3  D.e  69,  Industrial  Intell.  Text  Note  • 
ranscript  10  Kar  71,  Concerning  Intelligence  • 

***y*  ^bli!^^h*p??n  t0  ^  n«t»ork  if  data 

doesn't  cover  your  source.  Also 
•ev4r»1  cxaaples  of  how  to  cover 

ZuuJ££e*  rubli*hln®  “***  «v.rtiy 


Cj8^  Book,  Assault  on  tho  West,  Chapters  6  19 
QJ7.  Note,  K«  Anonynous  letters 
.18^  Clay  deaot  Disinformation 
Q|>.  Dap.  28  F, b  72,  2e,  Obcrhol.cr 

writ,  up,  1  Nay  74,  8c,  Security  and  theft... 


21. 


Clay  deeo,  Jta.  ft.  cncey  operate,  in  .teal^g 

juterials  by  infiltration  cr  jy  straioht 

«r,#rins  •"*  theft"  Cover  all 
.  stops  of  above  writ.  up.  Ail 


22.  BlUll 


10- 


el  propo sod  covert  operation  using 

clandestine  operations,  plants,  counter- 
•  spiocage,  agents,  ease  officers,  cut-outs 
secret  -intelligence  operations.  Purely  on' 

*»»**  *h*t  would  tcrsinstedlv 

y?1'-  ***•  i«n*t  always  done  in  actual  fact 

is  such  that  ft 

$°"c  and  you  should  be  real  on  that 
r«»»cr).  Take  to  Dir  Collections  for  OK 


\ 


-li¬ 


lt. 

15. 

16* 

17. 

IS. 

19. 

20. 
21. 
22. 

23, 

24, 

25, 


P/J  T  D  -  STRATEGY 


Appendix  12  Scientific  Method  in  DKSXk 

Note:  Clausewit*  l*t  Reciprocal 

PL  16  Feb  69,  Confidential,  Encay  Nanas 


Drill:  Locate  in  recent  newspaper  a  hostile 

coonentator  (not  necessarily  hostile  to 
Sen)  to  any  group  or  person 

******  WhAt  to  do  with  En.ay  Naao,  and  relation 
with  m 


^  16  r«b  69»  Confidential,  Eattlo  Tactics 


Clay  deno:  The  end  product  of  our  war 

Essay:  Good  Intelligence  pin  points  who,  when, 
whore,  what 

PL  16  Feb  69,  Conf idential,  Enewy  PRO'S 


N7_ 

M'\ 


M7__ 

M4 


I47_ 

M4 


Clay  dona:  Tracing  back  each  na au  to  find  the 
organisation  in  coacoo 

Drill:  Co  to  files  and  go  through  soau  past  cn theta 
articles  and  spot  encay  TOO's.  Write  up  what 
you  find,  the  party  lines  and  non-soQuitur 
responses.  ^ 


PL  16  Feb  69,  Confidential,  Targets  Defense 


Clay  duao:  Defense  is  only  effective  when  one 
sorties  or  attacks 

E«ay:  Take  each  targot.  write  up  several  waya 
in  which  Intoll  can  bring  it  about 


M7_ 

M4 


>12.  * 


15.  GO  060571  LRH  6  Kay  71,  Secret,  Working  Theory  ^ 

16.  GO  070  571  LRH *7  May  71,  Secret,  Koto,  on  Smersh^ 
&  PL  29  June  71,  Confidential 

18.  GO  82  »9  June  71,  For  Public  Advices*^ 

19.  GO  78<  8  June  73,  Intelligence,  It's  Rolo ^ 


The  first  function  of  Intelligence 
Support  Intelligence 
Sedi*  ion»A^73'  lDtclLi3^ncc  Estiaations  and 


K7_ 

M4 


Write  up  14  Nov  73,  Re!  Estimates 
24.  Clay  ieao:  Estimation 

How  to  uso  "special  banks"  to  predict 
CO  If 87  LRH  6  Mar  74,  Strategic  InfoS 
Clay  dcao:  The  Duties  of  Int. Chief  (ref  MSH  writeup) 


K7_ 

HA1 


DRILLS 

HO:  B  25  Sept  71,  Tone  Scale  in  full  e'' 

Drill*  Student  to  detect  various  tones  the  coach 
•.  assunes.  Pass  when  student  can  identify 
.  «^ch  tone  level  easily. 

hod  B  2*6  Oct  70,  Obnosis  and  the  Tone  Scale 
Drill?  Obnosis  Drill  (see  para  5  of  HCOS)*^ 

Chart  of  Hunan  Evaluation 

Es say:  What  use  the  above  data  and  skills  will  have 
for  you  in  the  Info  Bureau.  Be  specific. 


-14- 

SECTION  3  -  INTERNAL  SECURITY 


...  »t4gtifd  _  Date  coaplttgd 

Thii  portion  of  tht  checksheet  contain*  the  nost  vital  ditA  you 
*°  Br*nch  ZZ.  As  Branch  IX  i»  the  portion  of  the 

uardian  s  Office  which  probably  cooes  into  cost  contact  with  the 
urg  in  policing  that  policies  are  applied,  you  are  adOised  to 
Rake  yourself  fariliar  with  core  policy  than  is  contained  herein. 
The  policy  sections  which  will  be  of  aost  help  are  those  in 
Voluae  I  01C  on  Ethics,  including  data  on  refunds,  petition, 
appeal,  further  background  data  on  Freeloaders,  2-D,  Third  Party, 
^ou  will  find  that  you  will  probably  have  to  research 
policy  further  as  you  handle  your  post,  which  is  fine.  An 

— . — - -  additional  hst  oo  all  the  useful  FVs,  HCO  Bs  that  you  cone  up  with 

in  the  course  of  your  post  is  a  valuable  asset. 


f  - 


-15- 


F>3T  B  -  PERSONNEL  DATA 


PL  29  June  71,  Org  Personnel  Recruitment 
PL  21  July  72,  Staff  Qualification*  Requirement*  «_ 

De*p.  KSH  2  Aug  72,  Re:  Staff  Requirements-'*'  •_ 

PL  5  June  a,  FEBC  Clearance*'" 

PL  6  Aug  71,  TEBE  Clearance  Amended*^ 

00  320,  FEBC. Student*  \ 

PL  10  Feb  73,  SP. Declare*  and  Hiring  ^  \ 

CO  624,  3  July  73,  Requirements.  to  Flag  ^  y 

CO  624-1  25  Nov  73,  Important  -  Additional  ** 

Requirements  to  Flag  •„ 

FO  3454  11  Feb  74,  Requirements  for  Per*onnel  to  Flag  t 

SO  ED  221  Xnt  16  Sept  73,  HCO' Establishment  Pga  v* 

SO  ED  222  RA  Int  2  Oct  73,  The  Line*  for  Personnels  _ 
FO  3439  11  Jan  74,  High  Crime  PL^ 

PL  16  Sept  73,  Personnel  Appointment 
Deep.  2 8  Nov  69,  Confidential  data  for  AG**.'..*. 

CO  21  9  Dec  70,  Personnel  Policy 
CO  31  22  Jan-7^,  CO  Personnel  Qualifications 
CO  65  3  Jins  71,  Re:  Problas  Checks 
CO  209  1  Dec  71,  Guardian  Office . Per sonnel  »* 

Essay:  The  requirements  for  GO  and  why  we  have  them 
CO  112669  HSH  26  Nov  69,  Personnel  Pgn  No. 2 


16- 


PART  C  -  INSTIIVTXtXtAL  AND  SHOCK  CASES 


LRK  ED  67  Int  15  Dec  68,  Electric  Shock  Cases'^ 

•PL  16  May  70,  Institution  end  Shock  Gists 
Petitions  iron 

PL  26  Oct  70,  Institution  end  Shock  Gases  ^ 
Posting  of  Bonds 

14  Dec  70,  Institution  end  Shock  Cases  * 
Petitions  from  Legal 

16  Pet  71,  Institutions  end  Shock  Cases  ** 
Petitions  froa 

GO  293  IT  March .73,  Institution  and  Shock  Cases 
Cbecksheet  *• 

Clay  deai  i  The  sequence  of  actions  which  have  to 
be  done  before  an  institutional  or 
shock  case  may  ccae  on  lines  * 


8® 

9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 

*  13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 
21. 
22. 


e 


e 


# 


PART  P  -  TROUBLESOME  SOUSCTS 


1. 


PC  PL  6  Oct  58,  Who  Can  be  Processed,  Who  can  be  i/ 
Trained 


SEC  ED  132  16  Mar  59,  HOC  Psychotic  Applicants*'" 

PL  23  W'JV  59,  Employment  of  Criminals  Forbidden**^  • 

^  Aug  60,  Training  Restrictions  &/  • 

PL  4  Jul  62,  Mixing  Practices  ^  • 

PL  10  Fob  64,  Enrollment  on  Self  Determinism  ^  • 

FL  27  Cct  644  Policies  on  Physical  Healing  \S  H7 

9  M4 


8. 


PL  13  March  69,  Addition  to  PIS  Policies  ■/ 


-17- 


FL  7  Kay  69,  Policies  on  Sources  of  Troublt  ^ 


N7_ 

M4 


3>. 

27. 

29. 

SO. 

31. 

32. 

•*a. 

14. 

15. 
•6. 
n. 
w. 

39. 

40. 

41. 

42. 


Clay  deaoss  All  10  type*  of  troublesome  sources  _ 

HC03  24  Nov  65,  Level  IV  S  L  D  **  ♦ 

PL  15  Nov  68,  Disconnection  Cancelled  ^  • _ 

PL  7  Apr  65  Keeling  Policy  in  the  Field ^  _ 

PL  20  Dec  66,  PIS  Section*  Perfonnel  end  Excc*^  • _ 

00  98  KSH  19  July  71,  PIS  Personnel  _ 

PL  12  May  72,  PIS  Personnel  and  Financed 
PL  5  April  72,  PIS  Type  A  Handling  V* 

HCOB  10  Aug  73,  PTS  Handling  •_ 

PL  15  Sept  73,  Confidential,  Handling  Disconnections  *•_ 
Desp.  3  Dec  70,  Re:  Case  Histories  _ 

Clay  deao:  What  you  do  with  a  Type  A  _ 

Clay  deaox  What  you  do  with  a  Type  III 

Essay:  What  could  happen  if  you  .get  a  Type  A  to 
publicly  disconnect  froa  a  family  aeaber 

Essay:  What  are  the  possible  repercussions  of  each 

type  of  PIS  bei~*g  allowed  on  lines  unhand  led.  _ 

BPL  9  July  74,  Handling  PTS  and  Out  Ethics  Personnel • •' 
LRH  ED  241  Xnt,  23  July  74,  Potential  Trouble  Sources 
00  1255  KSH  5  Aug  74,  Cb  Amnesty  Actions  vX  •_ 


PART  E  -  SUPPRESSIVES 


-18- 


13. 

14. 

15. 

17. 

16. 

19. 

-V 

20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

34. 

2  Tv 


PI  7  Dec  56,  -Scientology  Clean  Up^ 

•  PL  1  KLrch  65,  Suppressive  Act*1 — ' 

PL  16  fiay  65,  Indicator*  of  Orgs 

PL  7  June  65,  Entheta  Utter*  and  Dead  File1"' 

Clay  d*iao:  The  Dead  File  Line 

PL  7  .At  .g  65,  SP's;  Main  Characteristic*  of  ^ 

PL  28  Dec  65,  Enrollment  in  Suppressive  Croup*1"' 
HCOB  2P>  Jan  66,  How  an  SP  becomes  ont^ 

KS*  2^  Sept  66,  The  Antisocial  Personality 
PL  29  .*une  68,  Enrollment  in  SP  Group*'*" 

00  207  30  Nov*  71,  SP  Comment* 

Essay:  The  indiactors  of  an  SP  and  the  indicator* 

which  has  an  SP  on  staff  or  In 
Its  vicinity 

Exec  L  ;r  24  Sept  64,  Removal  of  name  \s 
Exec  L:r  17  Oct  64,  Removal  of  name 
Exec  Ltr  26  Oct  64,  fie:  Donald  Kingsbury  * 

Exec  Ltr  7  June  65,  Removal  of  names 
LRH  *<>*•  on  HCO  EO  19  April  68 
EO  9  July  63,  No.  292  ^ 

Exec  Ltr  27  Sept  65,  Re:  Aaprinistics  ^ 

LRH  D**p.  27  Sept  65,  Tag  any  Ethics  Order... 

EO  9  Dec  65,  Robert  De  Grimston^ 

EO  17  Sept  65,  Jack  Horner  * 

EO  27  -eb  69,  Dianology  " 

^»ote:  The  following  people 

Desp,  30  Nov  70,  Re:  Squirrel  Croup* 


27. 


2  8. 

29. 

30. 

31* 

32. 

33. 

.  \ 

35.  . 

36. 


37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

41. 

42. 


.19; 


.  •  **.•  ••  * 

patt  r  -  ssarernr  ✓ 

ft  X  Oct  62.  Security 

8  **  Form* 

ED  l>ti  Ut  IT  Kerch  69.  Strtttl  WU 

PL  i  Sept  69,  Counter -l.pionegeV^ 

Rewind  Sign 

PL  Z  StPt  70,  Instruction  Protocol 

«  :«"o  ^  »  «.  TO.  CSSSIW  — • 

,  plants  in  Toronto  Or g 
Writ*  up  20  March  74,  R«: 

day  deno:  The  indicator.  of  *  pl^ot 

the  pl^nt.  y 

v,  t,  up;  Metered  Plant  Interview 
*  O,  .11,  Do  e  metered  plant  interview  on  a  doll 
GC  26  20  Jan  71,  Squirrelled  Tech  ^ 

l.  PI  25  July  70,  Security  Div  1  ^ 
s.  or  1035  16  Jan  74,  Manor  Security^ 

Bond 

F.  ft' 5  June  71,  Confidential  OO*  S 
Bo  HCOS  4  Aug  71, 


’Turpo**  Clearing 


«M  Dt-.p,  10  Aug  71,  Internal  Security  V 
1  cep.  28  Oct  73,  Compliance  Re:  Security  ’ 

CO  1155  28  Kay  74,  Staff  Statu.  Variation  Cheek,- 
<X>  1156  28  May  74,  OO  Security.  ' 

7L  16  Aug  66,  Clearing  Course  Security*'' 

71  27  Now  67,  R6  Material. w 
PL  2  March  68,  Advance  Course  See  Cheek 
PL  11  Aug  71.  Advanced  Course.  Material.  Security 
of  Data  - 

PL  7  Dec  70,  Guardian* s  Office  Mail^ 

;  00  23  16  Dec  70,  Confident  ial  Hail  Security  - 

)  De.p.  4  April  74,  Security  Alert 
,  Drill:  Mock  up  a  Security  Alert 
Desp.  17  Kay  74,  Re:  Debugging 
.  Clay  demos:  4  different  type,  of  bug* 

;  Writ.  up,  Action,  to  be  taken  «hen  a  theft  need, 
to  b«  investigated 

Drill,  Mock  up  a  .ituation  of  a  theft  oeeurin,  and 
what  actions  you  would  t  Jc* 
f.  Write  up:  Ho-  to  do  a  full  .cal.  instigation 
-day  demo;  Hou  to  do  a  full  .cnle  inve.tigation 
GO  1230  19  July  1974,  Internal  Security 


© 


-30- 

00  13166'J  MSH  16  Dee  69  Progra ane  Xntell;  Internal 

Security  K7_ 

*  *  •  H4_ 

• 


Clay  den>ti  All  9  operating  targets  of  above  p?i 


45. 

46. 

47. 


. 

50. 

51. 
53. 

53. 

54. 

55. 


PAPT_C  -  I  NT  UNSHIP  UNDER  BRANCH  II  DIRECTOR- 


£ 


Leif  Windle 
O/DC  Info  VW  C anAn 

tor  Mo  Budlong 
DC  Info  WW 

for  Jane  JCeaber 

The  Guardian  WW 


BoXfOftb  fiftS 
3  X  t" OUHb  OUT 

0  L  \  fi.i  E  S  H  ft  5  3  c 
Y  HufcT.  Ko^  IT 


i6  httE  io 

ftXL  Th£.TRuJh.  Xn<Aljl  &E  &i.ftb  j.0 - 

.6PLAK  ^iTh  fltTY  ,or(E  PiEG^RMf/^  XiiS 

fi_SE  .Hay£_.S.o^L  OtTE-lo  6 ET_. Xt(ljiO_h  ^liH 

N^iS H.  X.HfWt 

C.o.r(b\)L 


_ _ _ —  - 


- 


- 


§  gSSgl  i:-~ ---...  ...  ;. ?vr 

itg&S 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


SUPP.  AB.-39 


IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  OREGON 


FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MULTNOMAH 


JULIE  CHRISTOFFERSON  TITCHBOURNE ,  ) 


) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

) 

vs.  ) 

) 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY,  MISSION  ) 

OF  DAVIS,  a  nonprofit  California  ) 

corporation  doing  business  in  ) 

Oregon;  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  ) 

OF  CALIFORNIA,  a  California  ) 

corporation,  doing  business  in  ) 

Oregon;  and  L.  RON  HUBBARD,  ) 

) 

Defendants .  ) 


No.  A7 704-05184 


AFFIDAVIT  OF 
GERALD  ARMSTRONG 


STATE  OF  OREGON  ) 

)  ss. 

County  of  Multnomah  ) 

I,  GERALD  ARMSTRONG,  being  first  duly  sworn,  depose 
and  say  that: 

I  was  in  Scientology  from  1969  to  1981.  During  several 
long  periods  in  the  1970's  I  had  direct  contact  with  L.  Ron 
Hubbard  and  from  1979  through  December  12,  1981,  I  worked 
directly  for  L.  Ron  Hubbard  in  his  personal  office. 

I  am  very  familiar  with  the  steps  taken  by  Mr.  Hubbard 
and  the  Scientology  organization  to  keep  his  whereabouts 
and  the  fact  of  his  control  of  Scientology  a  secret.  I 
am  also  knowledgeable  of  Mr.  Hubbard's  absolute  control  and 
the  means  by  which  he  effected  it.  In  1980,  I  saw  and  was 

on  orders  from  Mr.  Hubbard  which  showed  his  knowledge 
of  the  Christoff erson  case. 
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RANKIN.  McMURRY.  VavRCSKY  &  DOHERTY 
lawyers 

1600  Beni  Frarmun  Pia** 

One  S  W  Common 
Portland.  Oregon  97256 
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I  have  reviewed  the  document  entitled  "Christo  Final 
Handling  Eval"  attached  hereto  which  was  produced  in  the 
instant  case  by  the  Defendants.  I  am  familiar  with  Scientology 
and  Guardian's  Office  terms,  positions  and  activities  and 
am  able  to  interpret  the  significance  of  this  document 
for  the  Court. 

This  document  is  a  Guardian  Programme  Order  (GPGMO) , 
for  Guardian's  Office  staff  with  various  specific 
targets  which  must  be  carried  out.  The  GPGMO  is  in  the 
form  of  an  Eval,  an  evaluation  or  data  analysis,  which  finds 
a  why '  or  reason  for  a  problem  and  seeks  to  correct  the 
problem  with  the  specific  assigned  targets.  This  GPGMO 
would  have  been  issued  in  late  1981  since  it  refers  to 
Charles  Parselle  as  being  the  Ex  Deputy  Guardian  for  Legal 
at  World  Wide  (E  DGL  WW) .  Mr.  Parselle  was  removed  as 
DGL  WW  in  the  Summer  of  1981. 

There  are  various  references  to  "Senior  Advices"  or 
"R  Advices"  throughout  this  GPGMO.  These  terms  were  used 
in  the  Guardian's  Office  and  in  all  the  top  management  units 
of  Scientology  from  1978  onwards  for  " LRH  Orders",  orders 
from  L.  Ron  Hubbard.  The  reason  for  this  was  to  cover  up 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Hubbard  was  issuing  orders  into  the  GO 
or  Scientology.  The  specific  orders  from  Mr.  Hubbard  referred 
to  in  this  GPGMO  are: 

A.  File  a  Counterclaim  on  Julie  Christoff erson; 

Bring  criminal  charges  against  the  litigants; 
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C.  Launch  criminal  proceedings  against  the 
investigators  and  perpetuators ; 

D.  Disprove  the  false  testimony  and  including 
false  PL’s  (Hubbard's  Policy  Letters);  and 

E.  Take  legal  action  against  Judge  Jones 
for  his  making  a  mockery  of  the  trial,  including 
criminal  proceedings  as  his  actions  are  assumedly 
based  in  actual  crimes. 

A  through  E  above  were  ordered  by  L.  Ron  Hubbard  in 
August/September,  1979.  They  are  again  ordered  in  late 
1981,  as  laid  out  in  pages  6-8  of  the  GPGMO.  These  targets 
are  given  to  All  Clear  IC  US  for  execution.  Mission  All 
Clear  was  the  title  given  to  the  unit  which  had  the 
responsibility,  as  ordered  by  Mr.  Hubbard,  of  resolving  all 
his  legal  problems  to  the  point  where  it  was  "all  clear" 
for  him  to  come  out  of  hiding. 

The  following  list  of  terms  included  in  this  GPGMO  are 
defined  in  order  to  assist  the  Court  in  understanding  this 
document: 


HCO  P/L’s 
HCO  3's 


L.  Ron  Hubbard's  Policy  Letters 
L.  Ron  Hubbard's  Technical  Bulletins 


Comm  Ev  -  A  Scientology  internal  justice/ 

disciplinary  body 

Watch  Dog 

Committee  -  The  secret  group  of  top  Commodore's 

messengers  who  ran  Scientology, 
answerable  only  to  L.  Ron  Hubbard 
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Founder/ 

Commodore  -  L.  Ron  Hubbard 


Q  &  A 

"Question  and  Answer". 

Non-compliance  with 
an  Order 

B1 

-  Bureau  One  of  the  Guardian's 

Office.  The  Intelligence 

Bureau,  responsible  for  covert 
actions  against  people 
viewed  as  enemies 

CP 

-  Charles  Parselle 

GAS 

Guardian  Activities  Scientologist. 

A  covert  operative  for  the  Guardian 

Office,  not  formally  posted  in  the 

GO 

R 

L.  Ron  Hubbard 

OM 

Omitted.  Eg.  OM  Counter  Attack  - 
Omitted  Counter  Attack,  a  counter 
attack  which  should  have  occurred 
but  did  not. 

(The  notations  like  OM  Hardling, 

Added  Time,  Wrong  Target,  etc. 
under  the  Data  Section  of  the  GPGMO 
are  called  "Outpoints".  They  are 
also  called  "illogics"  in  the 

Scientology  logic  system.  They  are 
errors  or  things  which  should  not  be 
there.  The  person  or  unit  responsible 
for  the  error  is  noted  to  the  right  of 
the  outpoint.  Eg.  Ex  DG  L  WW  is 

Charles  Parselle) . 

Cl 

Counter-Intention.  Doing  something 
other  than  what  was  ordered.  in 
this  case,  Charles  Parselle  was  Cl 
to  the  LRH  order  to  gather  up 
evidence  of  crimes  by  the  litigants, 
and  was  thus  removed  from  his  post. 

WHY 

-  What  caused  the  problem. 

Ethics  Why 

-  The  "crime"  or  violation  which 

supposedly  underlies  the  problem. 

In  this  case,  Charles  Parselle  had 
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failed  to  utilize  and  implement  the 
the  LRH  orders  regarding  getting 
the  litigants  (Christoff erson 
and  the  attorneys)  thrown  in  jail. 


8  SUBSCRIBED  AND  SWORN  to  before  me  this  8th  day  of 


9  March,  1985. 
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Cl*  O  Cn-n 


Notary  Public  for  Oregon 

My  Commission  Expires:  /-  D-D  -  -F X 
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GUARDIAN  PROGRAMME  ORDER  <  (  V 

l — ' 


GPGMO 


CHRISTO~>INAL  'HANDLING  EVAL  1 


policy  "  *; . 

Senior  advices  on  Christo. 


Nothing  In  this  era  1  may  he  Interpreted  to  violate  or 
alter  or  change  HCO  PL's  or  HCOB's.  Anyone  executing 
a  target  in  this  eval  in  such  a  way  as  to  violate  or 
alter  any  HCO  PL  or  HCOBvall  be  actionable  by  Coma 
Ev.  Any  recommendation  in  this  eval  or  change 
or  policy  or  tech  must  be  cleared  by  the  Watch  Dog 
Committee  (WDC)  before  being  placed  in  the  eval  as 
a  target  and  resulting  PL  or  Bulletin  must  be. 
reviewed  by  the  Founder  personally.  All  data  or 
."handlings  where  they  refer  to  policy  or  bulletins 
roust  give  the  policy  or  bulletin  number  and  its 
location  and  text  verbatim. 


SITUATION 


Senior  advioes  on  Christo  have  not  been  carried  out 
while  cur  legal  actions  have  merely  amounted  to  a 
shuffle  with  no  win,  no  prosecutions. 


*  STATS 

No Cbunter  Claim  ever  filed  on  Julie  Christof ferson. 

NoQriroinal  charges  ever  brought  against  litigants. 

No  criminal  proceedings  launched  against  the  insti¬ 
gators  and  perpetuators. 

No  handlings  ever  done  to  disprove  false  testimony 
and  including  false  PL's. 

No  legal  handling  ever  taken  against  Judge  Jones 
and  his  actions  to  make  a  mockery  of  this  trial 
(which  are  assuredly  based  in  actual  crimes) • 

XAll_the  above  were  ordered  by  Senior  Advices, issued 
August/September "79 . ) 


EX. 
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Endless  Q&A  between  B1  and  Legal  over  what  Is  needed 
to  bring  criminal  charges. • \  ^ ^  ... 


The  original  'Christo  Eval  (on  the  loss)  was  done  by 
C.P.  in  August  79  and  was  actually  not  approved. 

(Point  G  insufficiently  broad_sit.) _ _ _ ; 

The  "Bright  Idea  of  that  was  "revised"  14.10.79.  -• 

The  Bright  Idea  was  “re-revised"  11.11.79.  -  - . —  7 

Christo  Suit was  re^prog rammed  (not  off  an  eval) 
in  June  80  and  this  called  for  setting  up  GASes ,  *.  ... 

paying  the  attorney,  Q&A  over  if  we  had  or  could  ~ 
even  get  enough  data  on  filing  criminal  charges. 

January  81  Opening  Appeal  Brief  was  filed  by  us  and 
virtually  is  devoid  of  any  attack  lines,  while  McMurry 
response  is  234  pages,  replete  with  attack  lines  on 
us. 

Christo  was  re-eval’d.  again  recently  by  CP  who  did  - 

not  and  would  not  use  R advices^  This  resulted  in 
a  failed  mission,  cross  orders,  CP's  disapproval  of 
a  suit  that  would  counter  the  Christo  attack  (and 
was  based  on  R  advices!. 


data  *  . . 

Christo  suit  was  originally  filed  in  1976  based  upon 
spurious  charges  and  viscious  attacks  upon  Scientology 
its  tech  and  policy  (essentiaLly  putting  Scientology 
on  trial  as  a  fraudulent  organization,  which  is 
forbidden  by  the  1st  Amendment  of  the  Constitution) . 

No  counter  claim  was  filed.  The  basic  strategy  was 
*0  assert  the  1st  Amendment  protections  (which  is 
defensive).  From  1976  to  1979  this  suit  remained  in 
neglect  (with  USGO  Legal  directed  onto  criminal 
matters  after  the  1977  raid  as  a  higher  priority 
action  (which  again  was  defensive) . 


CM  COUNTER  ATTACK 
OM  HANDLING  .  - 

ADDED  TIME 
WRONG  TARGETS  (2) 


LEGAL  US/LEGAL  WW 
LEGAL  US/LEGAL  WW 
LEGAL  US/LEGAL  WW 
BX  DG  L  WW  (CP) 


We  lost  the  Christo  case  in  August  79  with  a  trial 
that  was  a  mockery,  with  tainted  jury  members,  a 
Judge  who  based  his  opinions  on  data  he  obviously 
obtained  outside  the  courtroom,  false  testimony  and 
known  evidence  sufficient  to  support  a  mis— trial. 
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ordered* "handling* of  thiVvas  to' defend  the 

institutional  Rights  of  other  religions.  Th1®  tB 

a  Legal  Shuffle.hThis  Bval*s_  bright  idea^a,^ 

*Br ight^Idea’^vhich  vaf  basically  attempting  to^ploy. 

positioning  techr  targeting  ^he 

words  and  legal  tactics.  This -is  another  Leg  ; - 

Shuffle.  -  .  ;  ; l“. : ;\T“  .. 

ms-3  ssffi," 

gs««»^SaS:. 

PL’s). 


OH  OFFENSIVE  TO  OBVIOUS  CRIMES 
WRONG  TARGET 

WRONG  SOURCE  -  .  • 

OMITTED  CONFRONTING  AND  HANDLING 
OF  CRIMINAL  ELEMENTS  •  _  •  • 

WRONG  SOURCE  (3) 

OMITTED  EVAL 


EX  DG  L  WW  CP 
EX  DG  L  WW  CP 
EX  DG  L  WW  CP 

EX  DG  L  WW  CP 
EX  DG  L  WW  CP 
EX  DG  L  WW  CP 


**&&£$&$£&£?■ 

SSS-SSi^Sr-- 

demand  for  his  immediate  removal  from  the  case. 


OM  OFFENSIVE 


EX  DG  L  WW 


Bi  „as  to  gather  up  evidence  of  crimes  by  J1*^™** 
What  legal  want=  ,  come  up  with 

SIS;? *Lii54S Si  >*»”  «»•  •f»‘>  r 

for  criminal  complaints ,  but  th  deprog  rammers 

"counPterAttac,. 

FALSEHOOD 
WRONG  TARGET 


ADDED  TIME 


EX  DG  L  WW  CP 
EX  DG  L  WW  and 
LEGAL  US 
L  WW/L  US 
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In  early  1981  Bl  collected  up  further  data  as  per 
the  advices,  .including  letters  from  deprogramraer 
Alma  Hall  to  the  criminal  psychotic  Tom  Seville 
which  show  crimes  were  committed  and  show  further 
strings  to  pull  for  further,  more  serious  crimes. 

_B1  analyzed  this  data  and  packaged  it  recommending  _ _ 

“a "criminal  action  and  counter  offensive  suit  which 
could  become  a- counter  claim  (in  the  event  of  re-trial) , 
’‘This  was  entirely  programmed  out.  CP  nixed  the 
‘.Counter  Offensive,  favoring  instead  a  Jury  Mis-  7 
_ conduct  suit  which  is  not  a  counter  suit,  has  minimal 
..viability,  but  is  offensive.  Charles  thought  the 
:  purpose  of  filing  such  a  suit  was  to  get  publicity, 
before  the  appeal  (not  to  win  it) .  .But_the_advices_ 
are  to  get  JAIL_sen,tcnccs  before  the  appeal. 


V  :»  fii . 
I  Tr-~-5 


CORRECT  TARGET 
WRONG  SOURCE 
WRONG  TARGET 


Bl  (M.V.) 

CP 

CP 


_ Charles' nixed  this  Offensive  Suit  on  his  way  to  Portland 

on  aChristo  Mission.  This  Mission  was  called  from  off 
an  Eval  that  Charles  did  (following  his  removal  from 
post  by  Comm  Ev) .  This  eval  came  up  once  again  with 
a  situation  that  was  insufficiently  broad,  did  not 
use  the  R  advices,  and  once  again  gave  the  legal 
shuffle.  His  why  was  that  the  GASes  in  Portland  were 
not  hatted  on  attack  and  so  he  set  out  to  "hat" 
them.  This  hatting  did  not  include  all  the  R  advices 
(and  in  fact  only  one  GAS  saw  some  of  them) .  CP, 
who  later  wrote  up  19  pages  of  disageeements  with 
the  R  advices,  "quailed"  the  GASes  hatting  on  attacks 
and  refused  his  Msn  Ops  order  to  incorporate  the  R 
advices  and  launch  a  proper  offensive,  nattered  to 
the  GO  Portland  staff  about  having  been  removed  and 
getting  his  issues  cancelled.  In  actual  fact, 

Charles  sabotaged  the  actual  preparation  of  the  Appeal 
and  the  Appeal  drafts  just  turned  in  by  these  GASes 
are  an  overt  product. 

WRONG  SOURCE  (3)  CP 

WRONG  TARGETS  (3)  CP 


The  WW  staff,  US  staff  and  Portland  staff  were  all  of 
the  assumption  that  Charles  ethics  were  handled. 

The  matter  of  how  Charles  got  through  SB  WW  Qual  and 
Ethics  lines  is  covered  already  by  the  second  Comm 
Ev  on  CP.  His  mission  second  (Jere  Matlock)  returned 
from  this  Mission  wanting  to  leave  staff  and  is 
still  on  Ethics  lines. 


Those  WW/US/Portland  staff 
concerned 


OM  PERCEPTION 
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IDEAL  SCENE 

CRIMINAL  PROCEEDINGS  LAUNCHED  AGAINST  THE  INSTIGATORS 
AND  PERPETUATORS  AND  CASE  WON. 

HANDLING 


BRIGHT  IDEA 


USE  THE  BRIGHT  IDEAS  ALREADY  GIVEN  US  VIA  ADVICES 

QSA'  WITH  CRIMINAir proceedings 


RESOURCES 

ADVICES 

B1  DATA  AND  ANALYSIS  PREVIOUSLY  DONE 

M.V.  WHO  IS  NOW  LEGAL  US  STAFF  AND  KNOWS  AND  USE 

A-U  V  x  iL  is  . 


^HANNtL5  ON  WHICH  TO  ROUTE  EVIDENCES 
CRIMINAL  ACTIVITIES  AND  CONCLUSION. 
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2.  Get  the  extension  already  filed  on  the  Appeal 
Brief  Date.  '* . .  ■ 


3.  Ctffie  Appeal  Brief  quailing  and  needed  re-write 

-  into  the  hands  of  MV  and  get  this  produced  from  - 

_  R  advices.  ..  .  . . .  . . .  . 

4.  Get  the  Offensive  Suit  approved,  PR  flanking 
worked  out  and  rapidly  filed  in  Portland  for  a 

:  hard  hit  against  Christo  and  her  cohorts. 

5.  Push  through  the  Criminal  complaints  until  the 
:  '  product  is  obtained.  This  is  done  in  liaison 

with  Bl*s  current  Mission  to  Portland  that  will 

- _ dig  up  more  dirt,  feed  it  to  PR  and  Legal  and  — 

fully  expose  the  collusion  and  crimes. 

6.  Demand  that  PR  tries  this  suit  in  the  Press 
loudly  and  exploiting  every  Legal  offensive 
and  win. • 

7.  Get  the  Appeal  Brief  filed. 

8.  Handle  the  Portland  attorney  (he  most  likely  has 
false  data  and  overts  since  C? * s  Mission).  If 

he  does  not  handle  rapidly  -  like  in  an  hour  from 
time  handling  begins  -  fire  him  and  get  someone 
who  has  never  lost  a  case. 

9.  Via  WUS  Asst,  get  the  Portland  staff  cleaned  up 
fast  with  Ethics/Qual  handlings  on  the  False  Data 
from  CP.  Meanwhile  by-pass  these  and  their 
GASes  until  E&nger  handled. 

10.  Do  likewise  with  Legal  US  staff. 

11.  Get  the  criminal  proceedings  carried  out  and  the 
Appeal  filed  and  pushed  to  the  win. 


- 


PROGRAMMES 

1.  Immediately  get  the  B1  data  utilized  via  Criminal 
Information  complaints:  a.  One  filed  with  AUSA 
in  Portland  in  person  and  ensure  the  data  arrived 
into  the  proper  hands  with  impingement,  b.  Letter 
Off  to  DOF,  DC. 


/ 
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ALL  CLEAR  IC  US 
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~  **"  4.  From  the  current  Bl  Mission,  get  the  data  on 

•  further  string  pulls  and  more  serious  crimes 

brought  directly  to  legal,  fed  into  our  now  filed 
'*  ii  >.««*>•»•■  ...  complaints  and  pushed  into  the  hands  of  terminals 

?  •  •  in  DOJ  and  AUSA  who  will  prosecute  the  guilty 

- .*  terminals. 


ALL  CLEAR  IC  US 


5.  Ensure  Bl  data  on  JR  Jones  is  used  to  the  hilt 

as  we  want  criminal  proceedings  against  this  judge 
as  well  and  prior  to  the  Appeal  being  filed. 

-7. 

ALL  CLEAR  IC  US 


6.  Get  Attorney  Merten  to  LA  as  rapidly  as  can  be 
and  get  him  cleaned  up  and  onto5R»  advices  and 
firmly  on  staff  and  not  half  way  on  staff.  If 
he  does  not  immediately  come  around,  fire  him  and 
get  someone  who  is  with  us. 

ALL  CLEAR  IC  US 


7.  Conditional:  Get  the  new  attorney _briefed,  onto 
the  ad  vices.. and  winning  with  an  offensive. 


ALL  CLEAR  IC  US 


SUPP.  AB.-101 


ALL  CLEAR  IC  US 


_9. Keep  the  heat  on  the  DOJ  complaint  to  DOJ. 

"V:  ”  (DC  will  have  to  be  briefed  on  this  matter  and  be 
— —  -  able  to  debug  on  the  spot  and  assist  in  getting 
the  product  we  want.)  Keep  the  pressure  on  this 
via  a  PR  flank  that  makes  a  stink. 


ALL  CLEAR  IC  US 


’10.~  PR  will  have  to. try  these  cases  (civil  and  criminal) 
in  the  press  and  very,  very  loudly.  If  Portland 
press  won’t  carry,  get  a  media  that  will  carry. 

Use  DC  PR  to  make  them  make  a  national  issue. 


*  DG  PR  US 

11.  Get  criminal  proceedings  and  get  charges  brought. 

ALL  CLEAR  IC  US 

12.  Get  the  Appeal  Brief  in#  heard  and  a  win  on  this. 


ALL  CLEAR  IC  US 


13.  Get  all  named  sits  as  outlined  in  advices  assigned 
and  evalled.  Legal  will  do  ■False  testimony  and 
false  PL's"  eval. 


AVU 


14.  Four  final  targets 


C  Pgm  0  4115-2 
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November  1979 


JULIE’S  BACKGROUND 
{REP:  GPOMO  4115) 

information:  c  Pgm  o  *115  i»ys  m  troui  steps  totB  t4ken 

to  document  that  the  people  Involved  In  the  Christo  case 
are  criminals  with  criminal  backgrounds  and  criminal  records 
and  that  they  engaged  in  a  criminal  conspiracy  to  defraud  the 
org-niaati on  under  the  guise  of  "heme  and  mother". 

Julie  appears  to  be  pve  as  the  driven  snow,  so  considerable 
background  data  on  her  is  needefl  to  give  us  direction  in 
locating  the  real  facts  of  interest  about  her. 

MAJOR  TARCET:  The  crleina  1  bacJigTouni,  drug  history,  record  of 
arrests,  former  employment,  perversions  of  lie  ,  fully  known 
and  documented,  as  needed. 

PRIMARY  TARGETS: 

1.  Somebody  there:  West  Sec  BI  US. 

2.  Worthwhile  purpose:  To  provide  evidence  of  Julie's  criminal 
nature  and  background. 

3.  Somebody  taking  responsibility  for  the  area  or  action: 

VEST  SEC  BI  US,  Bl  Programmes. 

A.  Fora  of  the  Org  Planneo  Well:  West  Sec  to  locate  a  writer  in 
IK  or  Portland  who  is  Interested  inwriling  a  book  on  Julie. 

This  writer  is  already  at  least  somewhat  established  -  he  has 
written  at  least  one  or  two  articles,  papers  or  books.  CO  is 
either  West  Sec  or  or  ACI  Portland.  Daily  report  line  set  up. 
and  phone  calls  every  two  days.  WEST  SEC  BIUS_ - 

5.  Fora  of  the  org  held  or  reestablished:  CAS  run  with  tight 
8C,  and  Daily  reports  READ  DAILY,  With  no  BI's  shrugged  off. 

WEST  SEC  BIL'S _ 

6.  Org  operating:  Programme  begun  on  receipt  as  highest  priority. 


VITAL  TARGETS: 

1.  Security  course  data  FULLY  applied  to  CAS.  WEST  SEC - 

2.  Finances  arranged  Immediately  so  they  are  there  when  CAS 

.  WEST  SEC  BI  US _ — 

ready.  - 

3.  CAS  gets  agreement  in  writing  that  his  produces  cf  .merest 

to  a  publisher.  (Ho  formal  contract  needed. ) W E 5 T  SEC - - - 

4.  Julie  interviewee  first,  very  lightly.  Let  ner  know  pro- 

Julie  book  being  written  with  lots  of  human  interest  and  theta 
about  her  and  entheta  on  nasty  C  of  S.  WEST  SEC - - - 
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OPERATINC  TARGETS : 

LIBBY/EwREKA ,  MONTANA 

From  1967  to  1972,  the  Hall s  lived  in  Eureka  at  which  time 
they  moved  ti  Libby,  where  they  currently  reside.  Thus,  nost 
data  of  interest  cn  Julie  would  be  in  Eureka  as  she  attended 
fourth  grade  through  high  school  there. 

1.  Co  to  the  Lincoln  County  High  School  and  meet  the  person 
in  charge  of  students.  Get  a  list  of  people  to  interview  who 
would  knew  the  nest  about  Julie.  Get  a  letter  of  introduction 
from  hire. 


WEST  SEC  BItlS 

2.  Ensure  Julie's  pastor,  friends,  classmates,  boyfriends 
are  gotten. 

WEST  SEC  LIUS _ 

(Note  -  although  targets  art  assigned  to  West  Sec,  they 
are  done  by  whonever  is  assigned  to  them  by  West  Sec.) 


I 
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3.  Locate  and  interview  Julie's  ps.rtor,  rind  out  any  invob-went 
of  his  in  the  suit,  any  dsta  he  has  on  Julie's  conduct  pre-Scien¬ 
tology,  leads  from  hire  on  who  else  to  talk  to.  Get  all  the  data 
he  has  on  her  background  and  related  subjacts. 


WEST  SEC  BIUS 


4.  Conduct  as  many  other  interviews  as  possible.  Include  her 
former  employers ,  classmates,  Lutheran  Church  youth  groupclass- 
mates,  teachers  and  find  her  boyfriends  to  get  all  data  about  her 
early  promiscuity  and  sexual  conduct, ( Session  data  indicates  she 


VEST  SEC  BIUS 


5,  List  out  all  strings  which  have  surfaced  and  pull  those  which 
are  in  this  location, 

WEST  SEC  BITTS _ _ 

5,  Cet  affidavits  '.fherever  possible  j  but  oo  data  th«  moj^r 

VEST  SEC  BIUS _ _ 


6,  Contact  Phil  and  Parrel  LaClaira  and  interview  them  for  data 
and  other  leads  to  people  unfriendly  to  Julie, 

'  WEST  SEC  BIUS _ 


7,  Get  any  private  investigator  reports  Phil  has  gotten  from  the 
PI  he  hired  awhile  ago  to  determine  if  any  data  is  of  interest 

regards  Julie,  _ 

WEST  SEC  BIUS 


8.  C/S  Phil  on  the  PI  cycle  if  it  looks  fruitful  and  usable! 

WEST  SEC  BIUS _ 


9.  Frcm  above  targets,  list  out  further  strings  which  will  lead 
to  discreditable  data  including  the  following  (if  not  already 
gotten) i  ^  „ 

a.  Tripe  cade  by  Julie  C« 

b.  Why  Julie  case  to  Portland  to  "get.  «.vSy  fror.  bey  friends* 

c.  When  Julie  hooked  up  with  Bob  Tlichbourne  (reported  to 

^  q  2  g  ^  ^  ^  ^ 

d.  Why  Julie  was  married  outside  of  her  church 

e.  any  arrest  recorde  of  Julie 


10.  Pull  these 
darto,  cf  ‘interest. 


strings  and  affidavit  or  document  as  possible, 
WEST  SEC  SICS _ 


11.  Locate  the  father  of  Mike  _ _*  W1»v< we0Tl.tO  the 

nental  hospital  due  to  Fat  Osier  Giving  hi:«  hash,  .his  ..  ike  was 
supposedly  friends  with  Osier  and  .ul.s* 


«<;?  sre  tiTlIS 


12.  Interview  fcia  for  any  dlscreditables^on  Julie  C.  Cet  affls 
and  leads  to  others  with  discreditable  data. 


VES?  EEC  BIUS_ 


13.  Interview  Julie* e  employer  in  KallspoU  Montana  and  any 
fellow  employees  for  dots  and  discreaitables.  Ge.  af.ida/i.a 
as  possible  or  documentation. 


BTTte 
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14.  Intervi^  Julie's  physician  in  Whltefislw  Montana,  for  any 
psychiatric  connections,  promiscuity,  etc.  Ifcjcuricnt  and/or 
affidavit  as  possible. 


TOST  SEC  BIUS, _ , 

15.  Review  all  data  gathered  in  the  Montana  area  and  ensure  all 
possible  strings  hare  been  pulled  and  documented. 

-  -  TOST  SIC  BIUS _ 


BOWERS  FERPr.  IDAHO  t 

Julie  was  bom  here  lfc  August,  1957,  and  lived  here  until  she  was 
about  4  or  5  years  old. 

16.  c**ceu£D 


grniyg.  p*ttt  r-vA7u .  s*"**  .  nsv^oyt 

The  Halls  lived  in  Sweet  Home  from  19^-3-33.  Robert  Lethrud  end  his 
wife  (he’s  Alma’s  sen)  live  currently  30  miles  away  in  micr.ath. 
Lethmds  were  in  cor r.  and  exchanged  visits  with  J’.1-;8  *1°“*  °"c? 
a  month  while  she  was  in  Scientology.  .>aw..er  hen.  Eurt..e.  has  done 
ARM  work  in  Sweet  Korns.  Atout  UO  miles  sou.h  ol  Philoma.h.ia 
Eugene*  where  Eurtser  war. until  his  trans-er  to  hew  t.,_xico. 

17.  Locate  where  the ‘Kalla  lived  while  they  were  in  Sweet  Koine; 


18.  Interview  neighbors  for  data  and  lsad3  to  others  in  town  who 
would  know  nore  about  Julie's  later  life* 

TOST  SEC  3IUS___ _ _ 

19.  Rind  the  Lutheran  Church  which  Julie  supposedly  attended  and 
interview  the  paster  there  for  any  data. 

WEST  SEC  BIUS  _ _ 


20.  Pind  ooTf.ecno  w as  close  to  B u*  *r.er 
any  data  of  interest  of  Burtrior  s  contact 
in  this  case,  particularly  Julie.. 


and  interview  then  for 
with  any  of  the  people 


WEST  SEC  BIUS. 


:l.  Interview  the  Lethrude  for  ary  data  of  «„rdins 

ulie’s  early  days.  Do  they  havo  any  dama  regarding  „u--e  „  s.ep 
'ather  making  advances  to  her  when  she  was  abcu..  5 
to  thly  have  any  data  regarding  Alma  leaving  Julie- with  "other 
>eople*  when  she  went  to  Europe  rather  than  with  the  step-fa. he- 
lecause  of  what  people  might  think?  (Session  daw) 


22.  Pull  any  remaining 
where  possible. 


strings  and  get  affidavit  s/docur.entation 
TOST  SEC  BIUS. _ 


FOETIAND  ARSAt 


23,  Interview  neighbors  and  residents  of  the  bouse  vulie  first 
lived  in  when  she  mc*A»d  tc  Portland*  _  Get  diBcredi cable  data  and 
affidavits  as  possible  (1035  S.E.  Bocwell.) 

TOST  sin  ntus  nL/T^ — 
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2U.  Julie  said  she  went  to  the  Lutheran  Church  on  10th  or  12th 
Street  a  few  times*  Intervitw  the  pastor  there  and  see  if  he 
remembers  her*  Get  what  data  would  be  useable  olas  any  discredi¬ 
table  data  and  affidavit* 


VEST  SEC  BIUS  cLfrQ' 


£5.  Julie  moved  from  Robin  Jones'  house  on  Bodv/ell  on  Ju’y  10 
to  an  apartment  with  Linda  Shelly,  Ensure  Jones  and  Sh"xly  are 
interviewed  suitably  and  affidavit  as  possible  any  useful  data. 


WEST  SEC  PITJS 


26.  Julie  worked  at  the  Heathman  House  while  on  ethics  lines. 
Interview  her  boss  and  fellow  employees  for  data  on  her  and  anv 
discreditable  data*  Affidavit  as  possible. 


WEST  SEC  BIUS 


27.  The  day  Julie's  pastor  brought  5-6  high  school  students  to 
Portland  to  see  Concordia  College,  Julie  Met  them  for  lunch  and 
drove  back  to  Montana  with  then*  This  war  the  start  of  her  de¬ 
programming.  Check  at  the  college  for  students  from  the  Libby 
area.  Interview  them  from  a  position  of  altitude  and  get  any 
discreditable  data  or  leads  they  might  have.  Affidavit  eny  useful 
data. 

WEST  SEC  BIUS _ 


28.  It  must  be  determined  how  Julio  did  get  the  job  at  Tom 
Saville's  Compaq.  Did  he  know  her  family? 

WEST  SEC  BIUS  _ 


29*  Interview  company  employees  of  Sevilla's  company,  Northwest 
Detailing  Servico  for  data  on  Julie  and  Seville's  relationship. 
Affidavit  any  useful  data. 

WES?  SEC  BIUS _ _ 

30.  Saville  reportedly  told  Julie  that  the  Comm  Course  w.*i s  making 
her  worse,  not  better.  Get  contrary  data  on  Julie  affidavited  by 
employees. 

WEST  SEC  BIUS _ _ 

31 .  Pind  out  why  Saville  and  Julie  maintained  a  comm  line  after 
she  left  his  employ. 

WEST  SEC  BIUS _ 

32.  Pind  out  why  Saville  threw  two  parties  for  Julie  who  was  only 
working  there  for  tv/o  months.  (In  September,  1975 i  be  rave  her  a 
going-away  party  after  all  her  complaints  about  what  a  rotten 
person  he  was). 

WEST  SEC  BIUS _ _ 

33.  Interview  Mrs.  Saville  suitably  for  any  information  on  Julie 
of  use.  Does  she  knew  how  Julie  got  her  job  at  S“ville's  firm? 

Was  there  2D  going  on  between  Saville  and  Julie  or  Julie  and  , 
anyone  else? 

WEST  SEC  BIDS 

3^.  In  Julie's  1975  income  tax  filing,  she  made  no  mention  of 
her  earnings  from  Northwest  Detailers.  Did  Saville  have  her 
on  the  books  or  not?  What  ^3  her  salary,  bonuses? 


WEST  SEC  BIUS 


3 5*  Get  access  to  any  Northwest  Detailing  records  on  Julie  and 
get  any  pertinent  data  from  the  records  v'csaity. 


WEST  SEC  BIUS  riL 
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j6.  Get:  a  list  of  all  the  Scientology  staff  and  public  who  Vr.ew 
Ju,,  #,,Hav®  oach  interviewed  from  a  prepared  list  of  questions  and 
pull  all  strings.  Find  out  everythin*  they  know  about  Julie  with 
emphasis  on  discreditables  and/or  criminal  activities  and/or 
perversions. 

WEST  SEC  BIUS _ 

37.  Ensure  Jessica  Marks  is  interviewed  for  all  her  data  and 
leads  to  others  who  could  give  data. 

WEST  SEC  Biusr&fy^  "  3 

38.  Review  all  data  collected  and  list  out  any  remaining  strings. 

WEST  SEC  EPOS _ 

39. -  Get  these  strings  pulled  and  all  useful  affidavits  collected. 

WEST  SEC  Birrs _ ' 


PRODUCTION  TARGETS  TO  BE  SET  ON  INDIVIDUAL  MISSIONS  ORDERS. 
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GpprO  4125-4  mU»XI  PWXT.WN):  OTOCI! 

SUPt:  MPQflt 
REK:  OXM)  A11S 


ALMA'S  JIACKHRiXND 


INWkMATIOH:  (3’fMJ  4115,  OiniSTOmaa-lM  SUIT  PL\W,  lays  out  the  brood 
stens  which  must  be  Liken  to  docwcnt  that  the  people  involved  in  this 
case  are  criminals  with  crininal  backgrounds  and  criminal  records  and 

SSr«Z  3Krtf■^to.cSft5hS=;pi’,e,' "  "»  “*»“**“» 

l’lan  step  1  orders  that  the  criminal  background,  drug  lii story,  record  of 

\i~0l5l  °™cr,^l^nt  and  perversions  of  those  involved  be  foind  and 
documented,  including  Alma  Hall. 

As  in  vest  i  cations  will  need  to  be  done  for  Julie  Titchboume’s  background 
L"*l-  s  !'a=kCrouid  in  tne  sane  areas,  care  should  he  taken  to  get 
i  v  dove-tailed  so  as  to  avoid  duplicative  work  and  avoid 

any  possible  double  rcstimulanon  of  local  folks.  It  must  also  be  noted 
that  the  rian  srates  "If  it  is  not  possible  for  BI  UA^s  to  provide  legally 
useable  data  then  private  investigators  my  need  to  lie  emloyed  and  finan¬ 
cial  arrangements  mate  -  hut  whatever  Lie  case  is,  the  data  is  to  be  gotten 
vury  rapidly  in  lully  useabl  form". 

MAJOR  TARGET: 

Tlie  criminal  background,  drug  history,  record  of  arrests,  former  omloymvnt. 
perversions  of  Alma  Hall  known  and  documented.  * 


PRIMARY  TARGETS: 

1.  Si>j:BOUY  THERE:  WEST  SEC  UIUS 


criminal ityILH  I’UIy’0Sl::  Evi<tence  obtained  exu  Aina’s  background  s!»ving  her 


3.  SOflilOlTY  TAX  INC  RlSPuitSlRIUTY 
PROD  OkT  LB,  lilPOUb 


KURT  SEC  HIUS 

HJR  TIE  /AREA:  Mari'  SEtfaius,  51  nj-s 


4.  P0HI.1  OP  01>0  PLASHED  Y/ELL:  See  G 
Background.  The  operating  targets 
done  using  the  flame  set-up. 


Pgn  0  4115-2  Julie’s 
in  this  programme  will  bt 


5«  POR.J  CP  GRG  H1ILD  OR  RL’RSTABLloHEO:  Ses  G  Pgr.  0  4115  -  2. 
6,  ORG  OPERATING:  Seo  G  Pg'ji  0  4115  -  2. 


VITAL  TARGET: 


This  progrr.rjne  ic  to  be  done  together  v/ith  G  Pgr  0  4115-2 
Julie  s  background,  by  the  same  suitable  GAG. 


V.1-ST  sne:  .HI  1JS 


OPERATING  TARGETS: 


BC^MiRS  IT’UT ,  I1WP: 


Alra  aparcntly  roved  to  Ilonners  i-erry  frnm  Spokane,  Washington,  after  World 
an<^  ^lcr  'lllsk:wuJ,  Andrew  Giristcif  ftrrscn ,  a  carpenter,  nevod 
nerc.  She  burked  as  a  secretary'  in  the  Welfare  Office,  lxjliluig  this  jeh  for 
about  0  naitJiS.  During  the  l^SUs,  she  worked  for  ti>e  hirst  National  hank 
m  Bonners  lerry  for  seven  years.  It  appears  AJ:*a  got  a  divorce  and  re- 


p 
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married  within  a  year.  She  married  Bervin  V.  Jbll,  her  present  husband.  'Itey 
lived  in  banners  Ferry  for  about  a  year,  JSHjI  to  l!)o2,  when  tiicv  rwed  to 
Yellowtail  Dam,  Montana.  In  1965,  the  flails  moved  to  Sweet  Home,  Oregon, 
wlicre  Aim  worked  as  a  honk  teller,  then,  in  l9u6,  they  nuvcu  to  JIureka,  ;-km- 
tana  wliere  they  stayed  mtil  1978. 

Ounces  are  that  relatives  of  Alma's  three  husbands  are  still  in  this  area 
(Lethrud,  Christof ferson  aid  Hall),  so  all  possible  leads  should  be  followed 
to  locate  and  interview  these  people.  Aim  still  lias  contacts  in  tiiese 
are** s  as  she  luis  called  there  .and  visited  from  tine  to  time. 

1*  Locate  and  interval  the  following  for  data  on  Alina’s  criminality,  dn^ 
history  (if  any),  record  of  arrests,  former  enployrcnt,  perversions:*  (Nd:  all 
die  following  people  may  not  have  data  an  each  of  diese  points,  so  get  wiiat- 
cver  data  can  l>c  gotten  without  freezing  cj)  the  com  lines) 

a.  relatives  of  Aljna's  former  husbands  (those  wiio  dislike  her,  preferably). 

b.  Andrew  Qiristoffcrsan  himself. 

c.  Former  neighbors  of  Alma's 

d.  Employer  and  people  who  worked  with  Alma  at  Kelson  Drrixjr  Oiinpanv  from 
1949  to  1951. 

e.  Check  with  local  police  to  ascertain  any  arrests  records,  etc. 

f.  Check  the  court  house,  c  iminnl  tlockets,  for  any  records  of  All. 

Per  data  of  Julie's  there  was  a  time  when  AH  was  planning  to  go 

to  Europe  and  preferred  to  leave  Julie  with  "other  people"  than  florwin  ILall 
because  of  what  people  might  think.  Julie  stated  in  session  diat  Bervin 
"put  his  hands  on  her"  when  she  was  about  5  years  old  (circa  1962),  Is  any¬ 
thing  known  about  why  All  felt  like  this,  i.e.  did  she  know  about  anv  of  her 
husband's  perversions  yet  cover  them  up,  disregarding  her  own  chilrcn’s  welfare? 

h.  Did  Ail  go  to  Europe  and  if  so,  how  was  this  a f folded  and  why  did  she  go? 

i.  Pull  any  other  strings  tiiat  crop  tp  which  will  get  data  and  documentation 
of  the  points  in  this  target. 


WEST  SEC  BIUS 


SWEET  HUME,  OiU-iGOM: 

The  i  Lai  Is  lived  in  Sweet  Home,  Oregon,  from  1963  to  I960  and  AH  worked  as  a 
teller  in  a  bank  there.  All's  son,  Kobert  Lethrud,  and  his  wife  live  about 
30  miles  away  in  Philomath. 

2.  Locate  and  interview  the  following  for  any  data  an  All's  criminal  back¬ 
ground,  drug  history,  record  of  arrests,  former  employment,  perversions  fS'Il: 
not  all  people  will  have  data  on  each  point  hut  get  whatever  each  gives  you 
and  go  for  documentation  where  at  all  possible): 

a.  Former  nelghl>ors 

b.  Employer  and  fellow  workers  in  the  bank  (if  still  av^nd) 

c.  local  Lutiicnin  church's  pastor 

d. #  local  police  and  court  house  for  any  arrest  records,  etc. 

e.  any  leads  given  out  by  these  people. 


SUPP.  AB.-110 


•  (UBCY/r-URliK/V,  MONTANA  ARJIA: 

Prom  1967  to  1978 f  tl>e  Molls  lived  in  Lureka,  Montana,  after  vdiich  tire,  they 
moved  to  Libby,  where  they  currently  live.  'Jhus,  most  data  of  interest  on 
AM  may  be  here.  A  previous  mission  to  Libby  found  it  tough  going  due  to  the 
smallness  of  the  cimnunity  and  short  com  lines.  This  must  lie  token  into 
consideration  so  all  necessary  strings  do  get  pulled  without  Alarming  any 
of  tJ»e  local  folks. 


3.  Contact  Phil  and  Parrel  LaClaire  and  interview  then  for  data  and  lends  to 
people  mfriendly  to  All. 


MiST  sne  J5IUS 


4.  Interview  the  LaClaires  for  data  nn  Parrel's  cousin  who  was  sent  to  a 
mental  hospital  due  to  suppression  from  Alma  and  bad  business  denis  with 
them  which  reportedly  cost  $28,000.  (fe t  full  affidavits  from  them  on  AM’s 
criminality. 

WEST  SHC  BIllS 


S.  Hake  arrangements  to  interview  the  husband  of  this  cousin  for  his  data  cxi 
the  sc  ene  and  get  affidavits  from  him  on  All's  criminality. 

WEST  SBC  EIUS 


6.  Get  any  reports  which  Phil  LaClaire  nay  have  gotten  from  the  private  in¬ 
vestigator  he  hired  and  see  w..ere  this  cycle  stands  regarding  All’s  shady 
business  deals.  WEST  SHC  111  US 


7.  C/S  Phil  on  the  private  investigator  cycle  if  it  looks  fruitful  and 
of  use  to  you. 

WEST  SEC  BIUS 


8.  Interview  tlie  names  gotten  in  target  3  for  data  cn  /Mi’s  criminal  back- 
grnuid,  drug  liistory,  record  of  arrests,  former  employment ,  perversions  aid 
get  affidavits  wherever  possible.  Also  get  any  leads  from  these  people  to 
others  who  would  likely  have  more  data. 


WEST  SEC  BIUS _ 

9.  Oieck  the  court  house  -  criminal  docket  -  for  any  records  of  arrests  of 
AM. 

WEST  SPC  BIUS 


10.  Check  suitably  with  local  police  re  any  data  they  mnv  lave  on  AM’s 
record  or  criminal  backgroind. 


WEST  SZiC  BIUS 


11.  Talk  with  tJie  local  Lutlieran  pastor  about  AH  and  see  viiat  he  has  to  say 
tJiat  would  be  of  interest  to  you. 

WEST  SPC  BIUS^ _ 

12.  AH’s  financial  status  must  be  determined.  There  are  several  contrary 
facts  regarding  the  Malls'  financial  standings  over  the  years  which  need 
to  get  sorted  out  as  it  is  this  area  which  r:ay  lend  itscli  to  more  crimes, 
etc.  (In  about  1975,  Julie  reported  that  AM  and  hushand  were  liard-prcsscd 
for  money  and  den't  want  her  to  do  Scientology  as  they  won’t  get  Social 
Security  benefits  for  I>er  unless  slio  goes  to  college.  In  1975,  also,  All 
gives  ied  Patrick  52,000  for  the  failed  deprog  rarer,  ing  of  Julie,  in  about 

1^78*  AM  was  not  "hard-pressed"  ferr  money.  During  the  court  case 
m  1979,  All  says  she  "may  not  have"  reported  the  fee  she  received  for  a 
deprogramming  done  in  Pennsylvania  ($450).  Attorney  Powers  savs  tiie  fees 
for  tl>c  case  so  far,  as  of  July  1979,  arc  $135,522.  In  March  1978,  All  said 
the  Marks  case  against  her  would  cost  a  lot  of  money  and  she  had  a  lot  of 
attention  on  it.  Her  husband  had  retired  but  lie  had  to  go  back  to  w*->rk 
because  they  needed  the  money  to  fight  the  suit.  Undated  anJ  unverified 
report  was  that  she  had  probably  misappropriated  funds  from  a  trust  fund 
which  she  administers  and  she  and  her  husband  bilked  a l out  $28,000  out  of 
the  LcAIairs  in  a  business  deal.)  . 

WEST  SHC  BIUS  _ 


SUPP.  A3, -111 
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13,  A  G\S  is  checking  the  phone  numbers  called  by  Ail  which  she  has  claimed 
as  deprograming  expenses,  (let  this  convicted  and*  dice).  tJicse  numbers  for 
leads  to  interview  others. 

WEST  SEC  Bins 


14.  As  this  data  comes  in,  ensure  the  strings  arc  fully  pulled,  the  needed 
documentation  nffiJaviting  is  done  and  Legal  is  given  all  data  whi d\ 
is  useful  to  them. 


WEST  SEC  BIIIS  - 

15.  insure  this  data  gets  filed  according  tn  (3n?fD  4115-1. 

CIC  SEC  MIS 


PR0ELLT3UN  TARGETS  ID  BE  SET  (JN  MISSIS  ORDEiS  LN  OUNJIUCTIUN  WITH  JULIE 
POL 


SUPP.  AS. -112 


-  2  - 


Tho  intention  is  to  see  these  people  in  prison  or  out  on 
bail  at  tho  time  of  the  appeal. 


It  is  certain  that  in  other  deprograremlngs  the  deprogrammers 
named  below  have  participated  in  any  damages  or  monies  or 
,.*nrds  resulting  from  their  deprograming.  It  would  be 
almost  impossible  for  this  not  to  have  occurred.  It  will 
be  used  aa  conclusive  evidence  that  they  are  in  the  business 
to  make  money  and  to  shake  people  downl ! 

B1  rff  need  to  liaise  with  Legal  throughout  to  ensure  data 
gotten  is  legally  useable  and  what  is  wanted.  If  it  is 
not  possible  for  B1  GASes  to  provide  legally  useable  data 
then  private  investigators  may  need  to  be  employed  and 
financial  arrangements  made  -  but  whatever  the  case  is, 
the  data  is  to  be  gotten  very  rapidly  in  fully  useable  form. 


1.  The  criminal  background,  drug  history,  record  of 

arrests,  former  employment,  perversions  of:  a)  Ted 
Patrick;  2)  Reid  Heller;  3)  Pastor  Gary  Burke; 

4)  Alma  Hall;  and  5)  Julie  Hall.  AKA  Julie  Christoff erson , 
AKA  Julie  Tltchbourne.  (Programme  is  to  be  done  for  each) 


DC  I  US 
US  Sec  B1 

The  establishment  and  documentation  of  any  and  all 
connections' between  Alma  Hall  or  Julie  Hall  and  one 
or  all  the  names  above,  a)  currently,  and  b)  pri'  / 
to  July  13,  1975.  (Programme  to  be  done). 


DG  1  US 
US  Sec  B1  WTf 

Obtain  all  evidences  of  implantation,  hypnotism  or  coercion 
or  compulsion  of  the  above  named  person  in  other  sectors 
to  establish  that  they  are  capable  of  using  hypnotism 
and  implantation  to  effect  the  execution  of  their  desires. 
(Programme  to  be  done). 


DG  I  US 
US  Sec  B1  VTV 


SliPP .  AB.-113 


i  ' 

-  3  - 


Establish  any  and  all  agreements  of  participation  in 
suit  awards  amongst  any  of  the  above  named  persons. 
(Project  to  be  done). 


DG  I  US 
US  Sec  B1  WV 

♦  All  this  evidence  is  to  bo  assembled  with  an  eye  to 

establishing  that  Julie  Hall  was  probably  a  drug  addict, 
probably  has  a  large  and  extensive  criminal  background 
and  record  and  has  been  party  to  other  collusions  and 
swindles  or  crimes  or  felonies  possibly  from  her 
earliest  history.  (Programme  to  be  done). 


DG  I  US 

Li*  WTf ,  rf&L  pc 

OS  Sec  B1  TW 


We  also  want  the  similar  background  obtained  on  Alma 
Hall.  (Programme  to  be  done). 
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the  Church  of  Scientology  of  California  and  COSMOD. 
(Supp.  Ab. -89-113)— ' ^ 


V. 

RELATOR,  BY  ITS  CONDUCT,  WAIVED  THE  RIGHT 
TO  MOVE  FOR  DISQUALIFICATION  OF  DEFENDANT  JUDGE 

Not  only  did  Relator  fail  to  orally  notify  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Court  of  its  intent  to  file  an  Affidavit  of  Prejudice, 
but  also  Relator  appeared  before  the  trial  Judge  and 
requested  that  hearing  on  the  Motions  before  him  be  post¬ 
poned,  without  giving  any  notice  of  an  intention  to  move  for 
disqualification.  Relator  had  submitted  to  the  Court  a 
Memorandum  of  Law  in  Support  of  its  Motion  to  Dismiss,  and 
another  regarding  its  appearance  as  purported  Indemnitor  of 
Hubbard.  Relator  was  also  fully  aware  that  the  trial  Judge 
was  considering  the  issues  presented  in  Plaintiff's  Motion 


2/ 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  Defendant  Judge  received 
the  assignment  of  this  case  more  than  a  year  prior  to 
CSI's  attempted  appearance  and  had  ruled  on  a  number  of 
motions  concerning  Hubbard's  concealment,  control  of 
Defendant  corporations,  and  the  requirements  of  substi¬ 
tuted  service. 


DECLARATION  OF  JOSEPH  M.  FLANAGAN 


I,  Joseph  M.  Flanagan,  being  sworn,  hereby  state  and  declare: 

1.  I  have  known  Paulette  Cooper  since  June  of  1979.  She  has 
told  me,  and  others,  on  several  occassions  that  she  considers  me 
one  of  her  closest  friends.  She  has  frequently  confided  in  me, 
especially  on  matters  concerning  Scientology. 

2.  In  late  January,  1985  Paulette  called  me  to  tell  me  that 
there  was  a  realistic  possibility  that  she  could  settle  her  numer¬ 
ous  lawsuits  with  the  Church  of  Scientology  by  herself.  From 
that  point  on  she  kept  me  informed  of  her  settlement  negotia¬ 
tions  . 

3.  In  early  February,  Paulette  indicated  that  negotiations 
had  reached  a  critical  stage  and  asked  me  to  come  to  New  York  in 
order  to  discuss  the  negotiations  with  her.  She  was  negotiating 
with  the  Scientologists  by  herself,  and  refused  to  allow  her 
lawyers  to  get  involved. 

4.  When  we  met  on  February  8,  1985  in  her  apartment,  she 
told  me  that  she  realized  just  how  much  the  Scientologists  hated 
her  attorney,  Michael  J.  Flynn.  She  was  convinced  that  they 
hated  him  more  than  her  and  that  their  hatred  was  so  fanatical 
that  they  were  willing  to  deal  with  even  her.  Paulette  des- 
parately  wanted  to  settle  and  relized  that  Flynn  was  the  Scien- 
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tologists'  "button;"  they  would  do  anything  to  attack  him.  In  or¬ 
der  to  further  settlement  talks,  she  told  me  that  she  had  hinted 
to  the  Scientologists  that  she  had  information  regarding  a 
"conspiracy"  which  the  Scientologists  were  convinced  existed. 

She  told  me  that  she  knew  of  no  such  "conspiracy,"  but  had  made 
these  comments  in  order  to  keep  them  interested  in  settling  her 
case.  She  made  it  clear  to  me  that  she  was  telling  them  what 
she  thought  they  wanted  to  hear. 

5.  Paulette  now  told  me  that  the  Scientologists  would  only 
settle  if  she  gave  them  a  deposition  detailing  information  she 
had  about  Michael  Flynn's  "conspiracy"  against  Scientology. 

When  I  asked  her  "what  information,"  she  replied  something  to 
the  effect,  "I  don't  know.  I'll  make  it  up  as  I  go  along." 
Scientology  indicated  to  her  that  they  would  pay  her  extra  for 
testimony  against  Michael  Flynn.  Paulette  told  me  that  "the 
trick  is  to  get  as  much  money  as  possible"  while  the  group  is  in 
a  paying  mood. 

6.  Originally,  Paulette  told  me  that  she  was  going  to  nego¬ 
tiate  for  as  much  money  as  possible  in  the  settlement  and  in 
extra  payments.  Having  the  money  safely  in  hand,  in  the 
Scientology  deposition  she  would  tell  the  truth  about  what  she 
knew  of  the  "conspiracy:"  namely,  that  there  is  no  "conspiracy." 
She  was  nervous,  however,  that  her  prior  oblique  references  to 
the  "conspiracy"  were  proving  too  vague  to  the  Scientology  nego¬ 
tiator.  She  felt  that  to  close  the  deal  and  get  more  money,  she 
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needed  to  coir.e  up  with  more  credible  information  about  this 
imaginary  " conspiracy . " 

7.  On  Saturday,  February  9,  1985,  Paulette  began  to  create 
events  and  scenarios  which  she  would  tell  the  Scientologists  were 
part  of  the  "conspiracy."  She  bounced  them  off  me  to  see  if  they 
were  plausible.  For  example,  she  said  that  she  could  tell  them 
Michael  Flynn  showed  us  sealed  documents  relating  to  Gerald 
Armstrong's  case  after  the  court  ordered  all  such  documents  to  be 
sealed  and  returned  to  the  court.  I  agreed  that  this  is  the  kind 
of  thing  they  might  nibble  on.  Paulette  and  I  knew  that  this 
never  happened.  I  have  never  seen  the  Armstrong  documents.  This 
story  was  made  up  soley  for  the  possible  consumption  of  the 
Scientologists . 

8.  Paulette  created  similar  stories  such  as  Michael  Flynn 
had  knowingly  filed  frivilous  lawsuits  and  had  suborned  pur jury. 
These  were  stories;  Paulette  knew  that  none  to  these  incidents 
had  ever  happened.  She  was  going  to  imply  that  they  had  in  order 
to  enhance  her  negotiating  status  and  obtain  more  money. 

9.  I  left  New  York  on  Saturday  afternoon.  Paulette  kept 

me  informed  throughout  the  week.  The  structure  of  the  final  deal 
was  that  Paulette  would  be  paid  a  "settlement"  of  $400,000. 
Unknownst  to  her  attorneys,  she  would  be  required  to  give  a 
sworn  deposition  about  the  Flynn  "conspiracy"  for  which  she  was 
to  receive  at  least  $50,000.  (She  also  told  me  that  she  could 
receive  as  much  as  $10,000  for  additional  affidavits  incriminating 
Flynn.)  The  settlement  could  not  be  consummated  unless  she 
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agreed  to  the  deposition.  I  was  horrified  to  learn  that  Paulette 
no  longer  intended  to  tell  the  truth  about  the  "conspiracy" — that  it 
did  not  exist — but  would  instead  tell  under  oath  the  stories  that 
she  had  fabricated  when  I  was  with  her  on  the  weekend  of  February  8. 
I  asked  her  in  a  heated  conversation  if  she  did  not  consider  this 
a  betrayal  of  her  attorney,  Michael  Flynn,  and  others.  She 
rationalized  by  stating  that  if  a  court  found  out  that  she  had 
been  paid  $50,000  for  a  deposition,  it  would  not  believe  her  any¬ 
way. 

10.  I  know  through  Paulette  that  the  initial  phase  of  the 
settlement  was  completed  and  that  she  received  the  $400,000.  She 
told  me  that  her  deposition  was  scheduled  to  Saturday,  February 
23,  1985.  I  do  not  know  how  much  she  was  paid  for  it  or  if  it 
went  forward. 

11.  Shortly  before  Paulette  received  her  settlement,  she 
called  me  somewhat  excitedly  and  told  me  that  she  could  get  me  out 
of  the  Garrison  suit  (a  lawsuit  brought  against  Paulette,  myself, 
and  others  in  which  two  individual  Scientologists  claimed  we  had 
involuntarily  deprogrammed  them. )  I  am  a  defendant  in  that  case 
and  I  do  not  have  a  counterclaim  in  that  case  or  any  other  lawsuit 
against  any  Church  of  Scientology.  Yet  Paulette  informed  me  that 
the  Scientologists  would  pay  me  $10,000  and  dismiss  the  suit  if 

I  apologised  in  writing  to  the  Garrisons  and  gave  a  deposition 
confirming  that  Michael  Flynn  had  violated  the  court  order  and 
showed  us  sealed  documents.  I  was  shocked.  I  told  Paulette 
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that  I  could  not  give  such  a  deposition  because  we  never  saw  any 
documents.  I  told  her  that  it  was  wrong  to  take  money  for  false 
testimony  and  that  she  was  getting  in  over  her  head. 

12.  Later  that  I  called  Michael  Flynn  and  told  him  what 
Paulette  was  doing.  Paulette  learned  of  the  phone  conversation 
and  called  me  on  Monday,  February  25.  She  was  livid  and  told  me 
that  I  may  have  cost  her  $400,000.  She  also  called  me  early  the 
next  morning.  She  told  me  that  I  had  possibly  "ruined  everything," 
reiterated  that  I  may  have  cost  her  $400,000,  and  ordered  me  not 
to  tell  Michael  Flynn  anything  more  about  our  conversations.  I 
have  not  spoken  with  her  since  then. 

Signed  and  sworn  this  ^  ^  day  of  March,  1985  in  Boston, 
Massachusetts  under  the  pains  and  penalties  of  perjury  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  California. 


JOSEPH  M.  FLANAGAN 


